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PROPOSED RACT/BARCT DETERMINATION
FOR STATIONARY INTERNAL COMBUSTION ENGINES

INTRODUCTION

This report presents the proposed determination of reasonably available control
technology (RACT) and best available retrofit control technology (BARCT) for stationary
reciprocating internal combustion (IC) engines. This report aso presents the basis for the
proposed determination, an overview of the control technology, an assessment of the cost and
cost-effectiveness, and the expected associated economic and other impacts.

The State Health and Safety Code Section 40918(a)(2) requires nonattainment areas that
are classified as moderate for the State ozone standard to include in their attainment plan the use
of RACT for al existing stationary sources, and BARCT for existing stationary sources permitted
to emit 5 tons or more per day or 250 tons or more per year. This requirement applies to the
extent necessary to achieve standards by the earliest practicable date.

The State Health and Safety Code Section 40919(a)(3) requires nonattainment areas that
are classified as serious for the State ozone standard to include in their attainment plan the use of
BARCT on al permitted stationary sources to the extent necessary to achieve standards by the
earliest practicable date.

In developing this determination, the Air Resources Board (ARB) staff reviewed a number
of reports on IC engines, vendor literature, source test data, district rules and accompanying staff
reports, and other sources of information. The determination was devel oped with the assistance
of, and in coordination with, several representatives of California’ s air pollution control and air
quality management districts (districts), working within the framework of the California Air
Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA). The districts have responsibility under State
statute for control of air pollution from stationary sources. The districts are also responsible for
developing plans to achieve healthful air. These plansinclude strategies such as adoption of
specific emission-limiting regulations.

Stationary 1C engines are major contributors of NOx emissions to the atmosphere. The
1994 point source emissions inventory for stationary sources includes 89 tons of NOx per day
from IC engines. Thisinventory is based on data from district permit files. Table 1 summarizes
thisinventory by district.
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Tablel
NOx Emissions Comparison Between
Permitted Stationary |C Enginesand All Stationary Sour ces
(Source: 1994 ARB Point Source Inventory)

NOXx in Tons Per Y ear

District*
IC Engines  All Stationary Sources Percent of Total

Amador County APCD 3 900 0.3
Bay AreaAQMD 1,750 40,000 4.4
Butte County APCD 14 580 2.4
Colusa County APCD 710 1,500 47.3
Feather River AQMD 359 1,200 29.9
Glenn County APCD 28 910 3.1
Great Basin Unified APCD 31 250 124
Imperial County APCD 1,225 3,500 35.0
Kern County APCD 5 5,500 0.1
Mojave Desert AQMD 7,600 28,000 27.1
Monterey Bay Unified APCD 145 13,000 11
Northern Serra AQMD 48 500 9.6
Placer County APCD 3 440 0.7
Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD 74 1,600 4.6
San Diego County APCD 790 5,800 13.6
San Joaquin Valley Unified APCD 7,155 58,000 12.3
San Luis Obispo County APCD 245 1,900 12.9
Santa Barbara County APCD 1,273 1,900 67.0
South Coast AQMD

Southeast Desert Air Basin 1,863 6,300 29.6

South Coast Air Basin 8,534 17,000 50.2
Ventura County APCD 527 3,500 15.1
Y olo-Solano AQMD 33 1,200 2.8

Totals 32,415 193,480 16.8
* APCD = Air Pollution Control District
AQMD = Air Quality Management District
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As can be seen from Table 1, IC engines are responsible for a significant percentage of the
NOx emissions from stationary point sourcesin Caifornia. This significance, however, varies
from district to district.

It should be noted that not al districtsin California with significant stationary source IC
engine emissions are included in Table 1. 1n some districts, stationary IC engines are not (or until
recently, were not) under permit. In those cases, the Table 1 figures underestimate actual
emissions. As an example, Glenn County APCD and Y olo/Solano AQMD have only recently
required permits and obtained emissions estimates for most stationary 1C engines, and the updated
emissions estimates are not reflected in Table 1.

In other cases, some classes of 1C engines with substantial emissions may be exempt from
permit, and their emissions may not be reflected in Table 1. For example, engines used in
agricultural operation in the San Joaquin Valley Unified APCD are exempt from permit and their
emissions are not included in Table 1. Annual NOx emissions for these agricultural engines are
estimated at 12,000 tons per year. This emissions estimate is greater than the NOx emissions for
all permitted stationary engines in the San Joagquin Valley APCD.

| C engines generate power by combustion of an air/fuel mixture. Most stationary IC
engines are used to power pumps, compressors, or electrical generators. |C engines are used in
the following industries: oil and gas pipelines, oil and gas production, water transport, general
industrial (including construction), electrical power generation, and agriculture.

Engines used for electrical power generation include base load power generation
(generdly in remote areas), resource recovery facilities in areas where waste fuels are available
(such as landfills and sewage treatment facilities), portable units used as temporary sources of
electrical power, and emergency generators used during electrical power outages.

There are awide variety of 1C engine designs, such as.

° Two stroke or four stroke
° Rich-burn or lean-burn
o Spark-ignited or compression-ignited
° Supercharged, turbocharged, or naturally aspirated

These engines can use one or more fuels, such as natural gas, oil field gas, digester gas,
landfill gas, propane, butane, liquefied petroleum gas (LPG), gasoline, methanol, ethanol, diesdl,
residual oil, and crude oil. IC engines can also exhibit awide variety of operating modes, such as:
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Emergency operation (e.g., used only during testing, maintenance, and
emergencies)

Seasonal operation

Continuous operation

Continuous power output

Cyclica power output

These differences in use, design, and operating modes must be taken into account when
setting standards to control emissions from IC engines.
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. SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED DETERMINATION

The proposed RACT and BARCT limits for NOx, volatile organic compounds (VOC),
and carbon monoxide (CO) are summarized in Tables 2 and 3. Different limits apply to
gpark-ignited rich-burn engines, spark-ignited lean-burn engines, rich-burn engines using waste
gases, and compression-ignited (i.e., diesel) engines. Different limits also apply for low fuel
consumption engines and high fuel consumption engines. The dividing line between low and high
fuel consumption is an annual fuel consumption of 180 million BTUs for spark-ignited engines
and 25,000 gallons of diesal fuel for compression (diesel) engines. For dua fuel engines, the
dividing lineis 3,400 million BTUs. Summaries of proposed exemptions, administrative
requirements, and test methods follow the tables.

For RACT, the limits for low fuel consumption spark-ignited engines can be achieved by
leaning the air/fuel mixture. For high fuel consumption spark-ignited engines, the limits are
expected to be achieved by using catalysts, prestratified charge systems, or by leaning the air/fuel
mixture. The limits for high fuel consumption spark-ignited lean-burn engines are expected to be
achieved by leaning the air/fuel mixture, or by the retrofit of clean-burn controls to allow further
leaning of the air/fuel mixture. The compression-ignited (diesel) limits are expected to be
achieved by the use of injection timing retard, turbocharging and aftercooling, and the retrofit of
parts from newer engines designed for low NOx emissions.

For BARCT, the limits for waste gas fueled, spark-ignited rich-burn engines are expected
to be achieved by using prestratified charge systems. The low fuel consumption limits are
identical to the RACT limits, and identical controls are expected to be used. For high fuel
consumption spark-ignited rich-burn engines, the limits for fuels other than waste gases are
expected to be achieved by using catalysts. The high fuel consumption spark-ignited lean-burn
limits are expected to be achieved by the retrofit of clean-burn controls, athough some engines
may require the use of selective catalytic control (SCR). Controls for compression-ignited
(diesdl) engines consuming less than 25,000 gallons of diesel per year are expected to be the same
as controls for compression-ignited engines required to meet the RACT limits. For diesal engines
consuming 25,000 or more gallons of diesel per year, the BARCT limits are expected to be
achieved by the use of selective cataytic reduction (SCR).

The BARCT limits and high fuel consumption thresholds reflect a cost-effectiveness
threshold of $12 per pound of NOx reduced. Although the cost-effectiveness for individual
engines will generally be lower than $12 per pound, in some individual cases the cost-
effectiveness could exceed thisfigure. These RACT and BARCT limits are guidance. Districts
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have the flexibility to adopt 1C engine rules that differ from this guidance, as long as these
differences do not conflict with other applicable statutes, codes and regulations.

The full text of the proposed determination is provided in Appendix A. The technical

basis for the proposed emission limits can be found in Chapters V, VI, and VII.

Table?2

Summary of Proposed RACT Standardsfor
Stationary Internal Combustion Engines

Engine Type % Control PPMV at 15% O,*

NOx NOx VOC CO

Spark-Ignited Engines

-Low Fuel Consumption?

All Fuels 350 750 4500
-High Fuel Consumption?
Rich-Burn, All Fuels 90 50 250 4500
Lean-Burn, All Fuels 80 125 750 4500
Diesel Engines 350 750 4500

1

For NOX, either the percent control or the parts per million by volume (ppmv) limit must be
met by each engine. The percent control option applies only if a percentage islisted, and
applies only to engines using exhaust controls. All engines must meet the ppmv VOC and
CO limits.

Low Fuel Consumption refers to an annual fuel consumption of less than 180 million BTUS,
while High Fuel Consumption refers to an annual fuel consumption of 180 million BTUs or
greater.
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Table3

Summary of Proposed BARCT Standards for
Stationary Internal Combustion Engines

Engine Type % Control PPMV at 15% O,*
NOXx NOx VOC CO
Spark-I1gnited Engines
-Low Fuel Consumption?

All Fuds --- 350 750 4500
-High Fuel Consumption?
Rich-Burn, Waste Gas Fueled 90 50 250 4500
Rich-Burn, All Other Fuels 96 25 250 4500
Lean Burn, All Fuels 90 65 750 4500
Diesel Engines
-Low Fuel Consumption? 350 750 4500
-High Fuel Consumption? 90 80 750 4500

1 For NOX, either the percent control or the parts per million by volume (ppmv) limit must be
met by each engine. The percent control option applies only if a percentage islisted, and
applies only to engines using exhaust controls. All engines must meet the ppmv VOC and CO
limits.

2 Low Fuel Consumption refers to an annual fuel consumption of less than 180 million BTUs,
while High Fuel Consumption refers to an annual fuel consumption of 180 million BTUs or
greater.

®  Low Fuel Consumption refersto an annual fuel consumption of less than 25,000 gallons of
diesal fud (less than 3,400 million BTUs for dua fueled engines), while High Fuel

Consumption refers to an annual fuel consumption of 25,000 gallons or greater of diesel fuel
(3,400 million BTUs or greater for dual fueled engines).
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ELEMENTSAPPLICABLE TO BOTH RACT AND BARCT

Engines operated during emergencies or disasters to preserve or protect property,
human life, or public health (e.g., firefighting, flood control)

Engines used in agricultural operations

Portable engines registered and controlled under the ARB statewide program

New nonroad engines, as defined by the U.S. EPA

Engines not used for the distributed generation of electricity, if operated 100 or
fewer hours per year

Emergency standby engines that, excluding period of operation during unscheduled
power outages, operate 100 or fewer hours per year

[Note: The proposed deter mination exempts enginesused in agricultural
operations. Thisconformsto existing district rules, which also exempt agricultural engines.
Health and Safety Code Section 42310(e) prohibits districts from requiring permits for
agricultural engines. This prohibition does not preclude districts from controlling
agricultural engines.]

Administr ative Requir ements

Emission Control Plan

Documentation of exemptions

Inspection and monitoring plan

System to monitor NOx and O, continuously for engines >1,000 horsepower and
permitted to operate >2,000 hours per year

Maintain records of inspections and continuous stack monitoring data for two years
Source test every 8,760 hours of operation or two years, whichever is more frequent
Maintain an operating log which shows, on a monthly basis, the hours of operation
and fuel consumption for each engine
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ELEMENTSAPPLICABLE TO BOTH RACT AND BARCT
(continued)

Test Methods

® Anayssof O,, NOx, and CO: ARB Method 100
e Anaysisof VOCs. ARB Method 422
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[11.  DESCRIPTION OF IC ENGINES

The main parts of a piston-type (also known as reciprocating) 1C engine include pistons,
combustion chambers, a crankshaft, and valves or ports. |C engines generate power from the
combustion of an air/fuel mixture. The combusted mixture drives the piston, which is connected
by arod to the crankshaft, so that the back-and-forth motion of the piston is converted into
rotational energy at the crankshaft (see Figure 1). Thisrotational energy drives power equipment
such as pumps, compressors, or electrical generators.

There are severa key aspects of engine design and operation that influence emissions and
emissions control. These include the basic design of the engine, the manner in which combustion
isinitiated, the type of fuel used, the introduction of intake air, the air/fuel ratio, and the
operational mode of the engine. A brief description of these aspectsis given below.

A. Basic Engine Design

Piston-type internal combustion engines are generally classified as either four or two
stroke (the term cycle is also used instead of stroke). Four operations occur in al piston-type
internal combustion engines. intake, compression, power, and exhaust. Four stroke engines
require two revolutions of the crankshaft to complete all four operations, while two stroke
engines require only one revolution.

In four stroke engines, a single operation is associated with each movement of the pistons
(see Figure 1). During the intake stroke, the intake valves open, and gasis drawn into the
combustion chambers and cylinders by the downward motion of the pistons. In the case of diesel
engines, the gasisair. For most other engines, fuel is mixed with air before being introduced into
the combustion chamber, and thus the gas drawn into the combustion chambersis afuel/air
mixture. At or shortly after the end of this downward movement, the valves close and the
compression stroke begins with the pistons moving upward, compressing the air or air/fuel
mixture. In diesel engines, once compression nears completion, the fuel isinjected into the
combustion chamber and spontaneously ignites. For most other engines, a spark plug ignites the
air/fuel mixture. During the power stroke, the hot, high pressure gases from combustion push the
pistons downward. The exhaust stroke begins when the piston nearsits full downward position.
At that point, the exhaust valves open, and the pistons reverse their motion, moving upward to
push the exhaust gases out of the combustion chambers. Near the full upward travel of the
pistons, the exhaust valves close, the intake valves open, and the intake stroke is repeated.

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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In atwo stroke engine, instead of intake valves, there are one or more ports (i.e.,
openings) in each cylinder wall that are uncovered as the piston nears its full downward
movement (see Figure 2). Two stroke engines use either exhaust valves similar to four stroke
engines, or exhaust ports located in each cylinder wall across from the intake ports. When the
pistons reach their full downward travel, both the intake ports and the exhaust ports or valves are
open, and the exhaust gases are swept out by the air or an air/fuel mixture that is transferred into
the cylinder through the intake ports. This operation is often referred to as scavenging. In order
to effect this transfer, the intake air must be pressurized. The pressurization can result from
introducing the air into a sealed crankcase. Air or an air/fuel mixtureis pulled into the sealed
crankcase through the upward movement of the piston, and is pressurized by the downward
movement of the piston. Alternatively, a supercharger or turbocharger can be used to compress
theintake air. The example in Figure 2 shows a supercharger used for this purpose. The
compression and power strokes for atwo stroke engine are similar to those for afour stroke
engine.

B. Combustion Initiation

Combustion in IC enginesisinitiated by either a spark plug or by compression heating. In
spark-ignited (also called Otto cycle) engines, the fuel is usually mixed with intake air before
introduction into the combustion chamber, resulting in arelatively homogeneous air/fuel mixture
in the combustion chamber. Once the spark plug initiates combustion, the homogeneous mixture
propagates the flame throughout the combustion chamber.

Combustion can also be initiated through the heat generated by compression. This engine
design is called a compression-ignited (or Diesel cycle) engine. During the compression stroke,
the intake air is compressed, which increases the temperature of this air substantially. Near the
completion of the compression stroke, fuel isinjected into the combustion chamber under high
pressure to promote atomization. The atomized fuel spontaneously ignites upon contact with the
hot air in localized regions that have the proper air/fuel ratio.

C. Type of Fuel

In general, spark-ignited (Sl) and compression-ignited (Cl) engines use different fuels. Sl
engines can use natural gas, landfill gas, digester gas, field gas, refinery gas, propane, methanol,
ethanol, gasoline, or a mixture of these fuels. Natural gas consists amost exclusively of methane.
Field gas refers to the raw gas produced from oil or gas production fields. Refinery gas refersto
the gas generated by oil refinery processing. Field gas and refinery gas consist of mostly methane,
but contain more of the heavier gaseous hydrocarbon compounds than natural

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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gas. Landfill gasis generated from the decomposition of waste materials deposited in landfills.
Landfill gasistypicaly about one-third methane, with the remaining two-thirds being mostly inert
gases such as carbon dioxide and nitrogen. Digester gas is generated from the anaerobic digestion
of solids at sewage treatment plants. Digester gasistypically about two-thirds methane, while the
remaining one-third is mostly inert gases such as carbon dioxide.

Significant amounts of gaseous sulfur compounds may also be present in landfill and
digester gas. The sulfur content of the fuel isimportant, as exhaust catalysts may be adversely
affected by high levels of sulfur.

For Cl engines, the most common fuel is diesdl oil, athough some very large Cl engines
are designed to also use crude oil or residual fuel oil. This proposed determination uses the terms
Cl engine and diesdl engine interchangeably.

Some Cl engines are "dual fuel” engines, using both diesal fuel and supplemental fuel.
This supplemental fuel is usually natural gas, athough other fuels are sometimes used.

D. Introduction of Intake Air

On many engines, the intake air is compressed by a supercharger or turbocharger before it
enters the combustion chambers. This compression can increase engine power substantially.

The major parts of aturbocharger consist of aturbine and compressor (see Figure 3).
Exhaust gases from the combustion chamber, which are still under greater than atmospheric
pressure, pass through the exhaust pipe into the turbine, causing the turbine blades to spin. The
turbine is connected by a shaft to a compressor. Intake air is directed into the compressor, where
it is pressurized before passing through the intake manifold into the combustion chamber. The
turbocharger allows the engine to pass a greater mass of air through the combustion chambers,
which allows more fuel to be added and more power to be produced. Turbocharging aso
improves the efficiency of an engine in converting fuel into power.

Superchargers work in asimilar fashion to turbochargers, except a mechanical power
drive off the engine rather than exhaust gas powers the compressor (see Figure 2). Less power is
required to run aturbocharger than a comparable supercharger, and therefore turbocharged
engines tend to be dightly more efficient than supercharged engines.

Engines not equipped with turbochargers or superchargers are referred to as naturally
aspirated. Two stroke engines sometimes use superchargers to displace exhaust with intake air,

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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but this design generally does not result in any significant pressurization of the intake air, and such
engines are also classified as naturally aspirated.

E. Air/Fuel Ratio

Another basic engine parameter is the air/fuel ratio. When the air/fuel ratio provides
exactly enough oxygen to fully oxidize the fuel, thisratio is referred to as stoichiometric. Engines
that use air/fuel ratios that are somewhat higher than stoichiometric introduce excess air into the
combustion process. Such engines combust a lean mixture, and contain significant amounts (i.e.,
more than 4 percent) of oxygen in their exhaust stream. These engines are often referred to as
"lean-burn” engines. Engines that contain less than about 4 percent oxygen in their exhaust
stream are referred to as "rich-burn™ engines.

All CI engines and most turbocharged spark-ignited engines are lean-burn, while naturally
aspirated Sl engines are generaly rich-burn. Lean-burn engines tend to be more efficient but
larger in size and higher in capital cost than rich-burn engines of the same power output. Also,
smaller engines tend to be rich-burn, while larger engines tend to be lean-burn.

Spark-ignited 1C engines exhibit peak thermal efficiency (and aso peak NOx emissions) at
an air/fud ratio that is about 6 to 12 percent leaner than stoichiometric. Efficiency (and NOx
emissions) decrease if the mixture becomes leaner or richer than this peak efficiency ratio (see
Figure 4). If the mixtureis richened, NOx emissions can be reduced to about 50 percent of their
peak value before encountering problems with excessive emissions of CO, VOC, and possibly
smoke. If the mixture isleaned from the peak efficiency air/fuel ratio, NOx reductions exceeding
50 percent of peak values are possible.

Asthe mixture isleaned, at some point the engine will have difficulty in initiating
combustion of the lean air/fuel mixture. One of the more popular methods of overcoming ignition
difficulties with lean mixturesis to incorporate a precombustion chamber into the engine head (see
Figure 5). A precombustion chamber is a small combustion chamber which contains the spark
plug. A rich mixtureisintroduced into the precombustion chamber, which isignited by the spark
plug. Passageways from the precombustion chamber to the main combustion chamber allow the
flame front to pass into and ignite the lean mixture in the main combustion chamber.
Precombustion chambers can be used on both Cl and Sl engines. When used on Cl engines, a
fuel injector replaces the spark plug in the precombustion chamber.

Another method used to assist combustion of lean mixtures (especialy in smaller engines)
isto redesign the intake manifold and combustion chamber to promote more thorough

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

16



pagel7.tif

Fiyare 4

Emissivnsg as a Functiog of Air to Fual Ratio

1 . ' -
.'_._ Stoichiometrig
Ratio
MO
RELATIVE
EMISSICN L EVE:S
§
HYCHRCCARBOMS
T | |
T 18 20

AIR TO FUEL BATT

17



Figure 5
Pre-Chamber System
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mixing, so that a more uniform air/fuel mixture is present in the combustion chamber. A third
method is to use an improved ignition system that sparks either more frequently or continuoudly.

F. Operational Mode

Reciprocating |C engines can be used in several operational modes. 1n many cases, they
are used continuously under a constant power load, shutting down only when thereisa
breakdown, or when maintenance or repair work isrequired. Other engines operate cyclicaly,
changing their power output on aregular, frequent schedule. One of the more common cyclic
applicationsis an oil well pump, where an engine may operate at load for a time period varying
from several seconds to about 20 seconds, followed by an equal amount of time operating at idle.

Some engines may operate continuoudly, but for only part of the year. In many cases, this
intermittent operation is seasonal. In other cases, engines are portable, and are used only for a
specific, short-term need. In still other cases, engines are used infrequently, for emergency
purposes. Such engines may operate for no more than afew hours per year during an emergency,
and are also tested routinely, typically for less than an hour once aweek. Other engines may
operate in modes that combine the characteristics of cyclic and continuous operations.

The operational mode of the engine is an important consideration when adopting control
regulations. The operational mode may impact operating parameters such as exhaust gas
temperature, which often must be taken into account when designing and applying controls. The
operational mode may also affect the impact of emissions on air quality. For instance, an engine
that operates only during summer, which is the peak ozone season, will have a much greater
impact on ambient air quality violations than an engine with the same annual emissions that
operates year round.
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V. SUMMARY OF IC ENGINE CONTROLS

The combustion of hydrocarbon fuelsin IC engines results in emissions of NOx, CO,
VOC, particulate matter, and sulfur oxides (SOx). The pollutant of primary concern from
stationary 1C enginesis NOx. Emissions of NOx are far greater than any other pollutant for
engines burning diesel or natural gas. The vast mgjority of stationary 1C engines burn either diesel
or natural gas.

There are probably more different types of controls available to reduce NOx from IC
engines than for any other type of NOx source. These controls include the following genera
categories. combustion modifications, fuel switching, post combustion controls, and replacement
of the engine with a new, low emissions engine or an electric motor. A new, low emissions
engine may use several combustion modifications to reduce emissions, and may aso use fuel
switching.

Combustion modifications include injection or ignition timing retard, leaning of the air/fuel
ratio, modified injectors, optimization of the interna engine design, turbocharging or
supercharging with aftercooling, and exhaust gas recirculation. In the case of leaning the air/fuel
ratio, thisis generally done in combination with other techniques which alow extremely lean
ratios. These other techniques include "clean burn" modifications, ignition system improvement,
prechamber design, and prestratified charge system.

Fuel switching includes the substitution of water/diesel combinations for diesel, methanol
for either natural gas or diesel, and clean diesel for conventiona diesal. Post combustion controls
include nonselective catalytic reduction and selective catalytic reduction.

Table 4 summarizes the applicability and effectiveness of the NOx control methods for

stationary engines. A more detailed description of controls for stationary 1C engines can be found
in Appendix B.
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Table4

NOx
Reduction
Control Method Applicability* Effectiveness
Combustion Modifications
Injection Timing Retard Cl Engines 5-30%
Ignition Timing Retard Sl Engines 15-30%
Prestratified Charge Rich-burn SI Engines 80+%
Lean Air/Fuel Ratio Sl Engines 80+%°
Modified Injectors Cl Engines 50%°
Optimized Engine Design Cl Engines 50+%*
Turbocharging or Supercharging
With Aftercooling All Engines 3-35%
Exhaust Gas Recirculation All Engines 30%
Fuel Substitution
Water/Diesel Mixture Cl Engines up to 60%
Methanol Natural Gas Engines 30%
Cl Engines 80%
Clean Diesd Cl Engines 7%
Post-Combustion Controls
Nonselective Catalytic Reduction Sl Rich-Burn Engines 90+%
Selective Catalytic Reduction Cl, Sl Lean-Burn Engines 80+%
Replacement with Low Emissions Engine
Or Electric Motor All Engines 90-
100%3
! Cl = compression-ignited
Sl = spark-ignited
2 When combined with other NOx reduction methods
3 For replacement with an electric motor, emissions are reduced 100 % at the IC engine

location, although emissions at power plants may increase.
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V. BASISFOR PROPOSED RACT EMISSIONSLIMITS

A summary of the proposed RACT determination can be found in Chapter 1. The full
text of the proposed RACT determination can be found in Appendix A.

It is generaly understood that RACT is the application of demonstrated technology to
reduce emissions. "Demonstrated” means a particular limit has been achieved and proven feasible
in practice. This demonstration need not take place in California. The demonstration also need
not be performed on every make and model of 1C engine, aslong as there is a reasonable
likelihood that the technology will be successful on these other makes and models.

Different NOx emissions limits are applicable to spark-ignited engines having low fuel
consumption and high fuel consumption. For spark-ignited engines, the fuel consumption cutoff
of 180 million BTUs per year equates to a 50 brake horsepower engine operating between
300 and 400 hours per year. For diesel engines, the fuel consumption cutoff of 25,000 gallons
eguates to a 500 brake horsepower engine operating between 900 and 1,000 hours per year.

A. Spark-Ignited Rich-Burn Engines

The proposed RACT emission limits for spark-ignited engines having low annual fuel
consumption are based on data from the Santa Barbara County APCD and other sources
concerning the effect of leaning the air/fuel ratio on engines using natural gas or field gas. In the
case of Santa Barbara, engines were able to meet a NOx limit of 50 ppmv by leaning the mixture.
Other information indicates that engines burning natural gas or field gas can be leaned to reduce
NOx emissions below 300 ppmv.

We acknowledge that it may not be cost-effective for some low fuel consumption engines
to meet the recommended NOx limit of 350 ppmv. Because of the range of makes and models of
engines and applications, we recommend that such engines be identified by districts during the
rule adoption process. At that time, limits that differ from those in this proposed determination
can be proposed.

The proposed RACT emission limits for spark-ignited rich-burn engines having high
annual fuel consumption are based on Ventura County APCD’s Rule 74.9 that was in effect
between September 1989 and December 1993 (this rule was superseded by a more effective
version of Rule 74.9 in December 1993). The 1989-1993 version of thisrule required al affected
engines to meet applicable limits by 1990. For natural gas-fired rich-burn engines, this NOx limit
is 50 parts per million by volume (ppmv), corrected to 15 percent oxygen and dry conditions.
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Alternatively, rich-burn engines can meet a 90 percent NOx reduction requirement.

The Ventura County rule alowed the ppmv limits to be increased for engines exhibiting
efficiencies greater than 30 percent. However, there are few cases where such efficiency
adjustments would increase the alowable emissions significantly. For example, natural gas-fired
engines rarely exceed the mid-30s in percentage efficiency, and most of these engines probably are
less than 30 percent efficient. In addition, districts that include an efficiency adjustment in their IC
engine rules have rarely found a need to use this adjustment to meet rule requirements. This
proposed determination does not include an efficiency adjustment. Such an adjustment increases
the complexity of the determination, and would complicate enforcement. In many cases, it is
difficult to determine the efficiency of an engine. The manufacturer’s rated efficiency could be
used, but in some cases this information may not be available. Even if thisinformation is
available, the efficiency of an engine in the field may differ significantly from the manufacturer’s
rating due to differencesin air density, temperature, humidity, condition of the engine, and power
output. The proposed RACT emissions limits can be met without an efficiency adjustment if
controls are properly designed, maintained, and operated.

Appendix D summarizes alarge number of source tests from Ventura County for the years
1986 through 1992. Results of these tests on rich-burn engines are compared to the VenturalC
engine rule applicable at the time (i.e., 50 ppmv NOx or 90 percent reduction). Included in this
database were a few tests on engines to determine baseline values or emission reduction credits.
These engines were not controlled and were not required to meet the rule's emissions limits.
Excluding tests conducted to determine baseline values or emission reduction credits leaves 595
tests on rich-burn engines. Only 22 of these tests exceeded the applicable NOx limit. In amost
all cases, engines that violated the limit passed several other source tests before and after the
violation. No particular engine make or model appeared to have a significant problem in attaining
the applicable NOx limit. These source tests covered 30 different models of engines made by
seven different manufacturers.

From the mid-1980s to the mid-1990s, approximately 280 of 360 stationary engines were
removed from service in Ventura County. Many of the removal engines were first retrofitted with
controls and were in compliance when they were removed. Though Ventura County's IC engine
rule may have contributed to the reduction in the number of stationary IC engines, other areas of
the State that did not have arule controlling NOx emissions from existing stationary engines also
experienced significant reductions in stationary engines during the same time period. Most of
these engines were used in oil and gas production activities. This reduction in numbers may
reflect an overall general reduction in oil and gas production in the State. 1t may a so reflect the
impact of new source review. New source review is acollection of emissions and mitigation
requirements that must be met before a new or existing stationary source of emissions can be built
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or modified in the State. New source review may have encouraged the use of electric motors
rather than 1C engines for new or modified production activities. In addition, new source review
may have encouraged the shutdown or replacement of existing IC engines to generate emissions
offsets for new or modified production activities.

Based on these data, it appears that the proposed RACT emission levels for rich-burn
engines having high annual fuel consumption are achievable for awide variety of gaseous-fueled
engines.

It is expected that the most common control method to be used to meet the proposed
RACT limits for rich-burn engines having high annual fuel consumption will be the retrofit of
nonselective catalytic reduction (NSCR) controls. For rich-burn engines using waste-derived
fuels, where fuel contaminants may poison the catalyst, the most common control method is
expected to be the use of prestratified charge controls.

Cyclically operated (cyclic) engines have characteristics that may affect the effectiveness
of controls. These characteristics include low exhaust gas temperatures (since the engines spend
significant periods of time at idle) and rapid fluctuations in power output. Cyclically operated
rich-burn engines have met the high fuel consumption RACT limits either by using NSCR or by
leaning the air/fuel mixture. Both of these control methods have been used successfully on a
number of cyclically operated enginesin Santa Barbara County. Source tests of NSCR-equipped
cyclic engines in Santa Barbara County have shown that these engines can be effectively
controlled without air/fuel controllers. In many cases, the air/fuel ratio controllers that are part
of the control system have slow response times, making NSCR ineffective on cyclic engines.
Table 5 summarizes the results of source tests on cyclically operated enginesin
Santa Barbara County. These tests were conducted from 1992 through 1994. All engines at
Site A used NSCR to control NOx emissions. All engines at other sites used leaning of the
air/fuel mixture to control NOx. These engines represent two different manufacturers and six
different models.
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Table5
Summary of NOx Sour ce Testing of Cyclically Operated Engines
Santa Barbara County
Emissionsin ppmv
Site Engines Tests Engine Size Operating Capacity NOx (6(0) VOC
A 27 5 195 hp 50-75% 4-14 647-2445 2-35
B 4 9 131 hp 20-40% 12-35  165-327 29-552*
C 16 16 39-46 hp? 50-100% 8-28 129-291 25-48
D 17 28 39-49 hp? 30-75% 7-33 154-406 31-196

One engine exceeded the 250 ppmv limit. After repairs, this engine was retested 6 weeks
later and was found to be in compliance.
Engines were derated to the listed engine size.

B. Spark-Ignited Lean-Burn Engines

The basis for the proposed RACT emission limits for high fuel consumption spark-ignited
lean-burn engines is the same as for high fuel consumption rich-burn engines: Ventura County
APCD’s Rule 74.9 that was in effect between September 1989 and December 1993. For natural
gas-fired lean-burn engines, this NOx limit is 125 ppmv, corrected to 15 percent oxygen and dry
conditions. Alternatively, lean-burn engines can meet an 80% NOx reduction requirement.

Appendix D summarizes alarge number of source tests from Ventura County from the
years 1986 through 1992. Results of these tests on lean-burn engines were compared to the limits
of Ventura County's IC engine rule applicable at the time (i.e., 125 ppm NOx or 80 percent
reduction). Excluding tests conducted to determine baseline values or emission reduction credits,
there were 236 tests on lean-burn engines. Only 15 of these tests exceeded the applicable NOx
limit. In almost al cases, engines that violated the limit passed several other source tests before
and after the violation. No particular engine make or model appeared to have a significant
problem in attaining the applicable NOx limit. These source tests covered twelve different models
of engines made by five different manufacturers.

Based on these data, we conclude that the proposed RACT emission levels for high fuel
consumption lean-burn engines are achievable for awide variety of gaseous-fueled engines.
ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

25



DRAFT

We expect the most popular control method used to meet the proposed RACT limits for
high fuel consumption lean-burn engines will be the retrofit of “clean” burn engine modifications.
These modifications will probably include the retrofit of precombustion chamber heads. In cases
where these modifications have not been developed for a particular make and model of engine,
selective catalytic reduction (SCR) may be used as an alternative.

C. Compression-Ignited Engines

The proposed NOx RACT limit for compression-ignited (diesel) enginesis based on data
from the San Diego County APCD. San Diego, in the development of arevised IC enginerule,
has found a 350 ppm NOx limit to be appropriate for diesel enginesin their district.

We acknowledge that it may not be cost-effective for some diesel engines to meet the
recommended NOx limit of 350 ppmv. Because of the range of makes and models of engines and
applications, we recommend that such engines be identified by districts during the rule adoption
process. At that time, limitsthat differ from those in this proposed determination can be
proposed.

The VOC and CO limits from diesel engines are based on recently adopted I1C engine rules
controlling diesel enginesin the San Joaquin Valey Unified Air Pollution Control District, the
Y olo-Solano Air Quality Management District, the El Dorado County Air Pollution Control
Digtrict, and the Kern County Air Pollution Control District.

We expect the control methods employed to meet the proposed RACT limits will include
one or more of the following: injection timing retard, turbocharging with aftercooling, and
electronically controlled injectors. In many cases, the diesel engine is a derivative of an on-road
truck engine, and NOXx controls developed for the on-road version of the engine can be retrofitted
to meet the proposed RACT limits.

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

26



DRAFT

VI. BASISFOR PROPOSED BARCT EMISSIONSLIMITS

A summary of the proposed BARCT determination can be found in Chapter I1. The full
text of the proposed BARCT determination can be found in Appendix A.

The Health and Safety Code Section 40406 defines best available retrofit control
technology (BARCT) as "an emission limitation that is based on the maximum degree of
reduction achievable, taking into account environmental, energy, and economic impacts by each
class or category of source." Control technology must be available by the compliance deadline
that has achieved or can achieve the BARCT limits, but these limits do not necessarily need to
have been demonstrated on IC engines. A technology can meet the definition of BARCT if it has
been demonstrated on the exhaust gases of a similar source (such as a gas turbine), thereisa
strong likelihood that the same technology will also work on exhaust gases from IC engines, and
systems designed for |C engines are available from control equipment vendors.

A. Spark-Ignited Rich-Burn Engines

The proposed BARCT emission limits for low annual fuel consumption spark-ignited
engines are the same as the RACT limits for this category of engine, and the basisis aso the same
(see page 22).

The proposed BARCT emission limits for high fuel consumption rich-burn engines are
based on the current version (adopted December 1993) of Ventura County APCD's Rule 74.9, the
Federal Implementation Plan for the Sacramento area, and the Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District's Rule 412. These NOx limits are 25 ppmv or 96 percent reduction
for most rich-burn engines, and 50 ppmv or 90 percent reduction for rich-burn engines using
waste gases as fuel. Best available control technology (BACT) determinations of the South Coast
AQMD and ARB's BACT Clearinghouse meet or exceed the proposed BARCT limits.

The Ventura County source test data referenced earlier (page 23) indicates that 66 percent
of the tests (i.e., 405 out of 616 tests) on rich-burn engines operating on natural gas or oil field
gas met the proposed BARCT NOx limit of 25 ppmv. These engines used either NSCR type
catalysts or prestratified charge controls. Engines using prestratified charge controls met the limit
less often (32 percent, or 16 out of 50 tests) than engines using catalysts (69 percent, or 389 out
of 566 tests). The controls for these rich-burn engines were designed to meet a 50 ppmv or
90 percent reduction limit, not a 25 ppmv or 96 percent NOx reduction limit as proposed in the
proposed BARCT determination. Better NOx emission reduction performance can be anticipated
if controls are designed to meet a 25 (rather than 50) ppmv limit.
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A separate BARCT NOXx limit is proposed for rich-burn engines fueled by waste gases
(e.g., sewage digester gas, landfill gas). Thislimit, 50 ppmv or 90 percent reduction, is the same
asthe proposed RACT limit for rich-burn engines. Source tests of rich-burn engines using waste
gasesindicate only 28 percent (9 of 32 tests) demonstrated compliance with aNOx limit of
25 ppmv. However, al of these tests demonstrated compliance with a 50 ppmv limit. The waste
gas engines that were tested used prestratified charge controls because the application of NSCR
to waste gas fueled engines has often been unsuccessful. NSCR catalysts often have problems
with plugging and deactivation from impurities in waste gases.

It is expected that the most popular control method used to meet the proposed BARCT
limits for high fuel consumption rich-burn engines using fuels other than waste gases will be
NSCR with air/fuel ratio controllers. For engines using waste gases, the use of prestratified
charge controls are expected to be the most popular control method.

For high fuel consumption engines equipped with catalysts intended to achieve 25 ppmv
NOX, the catalysts are expected to differ from catalysts intended to achieve 50 ppmv NOx
through the use of one or more of the following: larger catalysts, greater amounts of active
materials in the catalysts, and more precise air/fuel ratio controllers. In addition, closer
tolerances, more frequent inspections, and monitoring of a greater number of parameters as
outlined in the compliance and inspection procedures will probably be required to maintain the
higher performance required to meet the proposed BARCT limits.

B. Spark-Ignited Lean-Burn Engines

The proposed BARCT emission limits for high fuel consumption spark-ignited lean-burn
engines are based on the current version (adopted December 1993) of Ventura County APCD's
Rule 74.9, the Federal Implementation Plan for the Sacramento area, and the Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District's Rule 412.

We propose a 65 ppmv or 90 percent reduction level asthe BARCT NOx limit. This
proposed level isidentical to the level in the proposed Federal Implementation Plan for the
Sacramento area, and is also identical to the level found in Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD's
Rule 412. Thisleve isless effective than the current Ventura County APCD's Rule 74.9 NOx
limit of 45 ppmv or 94 percent control. However, the Ventura County APCD's limit includes an
efficiency correction that can allow a NOx ppmv limit higher than 45. The proposed
determination does not include an efficiency correction. In addition, only 35 percent of the
Ventura County APCD’s source tests (84 of 241 tests) showed compliance with a 45 ppmv or
94 percent control NOx limit. On the other hand, the Ventura County APCD’ s source test data
show that 64 percent of the source tests (153 of 241) for lean-burn engines met a NOx limit of
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65 ppmv or 90 percent reduction. These engines were required to meet aless effective 125 ppmv
or 80 percent reduction requirement. The NOXx reduction performance for engines using controls
designed to meet the proposed BARCT limit is expected to be better than that indicated by the
Ventura County source test data.

It is expected that the most common control method used to meet the proposed BARCT
emission limit for high annual fuel consumption spark-ignited lean burn engines will be the retrofit
of “clean” burn engine modifications (e.g., precombustion chamber heads). Other techniques may
also be used to supplement these retrofits, such as ignition system modifications and engine
derating. For engines that do not have "clean" burn modification kits available, selective catalytic
reduction (SCR) may be used as an dternative to achieve the BARCT emission limits.

C. Compression-Ignited Engines

For compression-ignited (diesel) engines, the proposed determination proposes different
BARCT limitsfor low and high fuel consumption engines. The low annual fuel consumption
limits are identical to the RACT limits for diesdl engines, and the basisis aso identical.

For the high annual fuel consumption diesel engines, the NOx emission limit is 80 ppmv or
90 percent control. The basis for thislimit is the current version (adopted December 1993) of
Ventura County’s Rule 74.9, the Federal Implementation Plan for the Sacramento area, and the
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District’s Rule 412. Control requirements for
newly installed or modified stationary diesel engines also support this emission limit.

The most popular control methods for meeting the emission limits for low annual fuel
consumption diesel engines are expected to be the same as the methods used to meet the
proposed RACT limits for diesel engines. The most popular control method for high fuel
consumption diesel engines is expected to be selective catalytic reduction (SCR).

In the past, SCR has been less effective in reducing emissions from diesel engines that
operate under avarying load. Applications of SCR on engines operating at a continuous power
output have been successful. The main reason for this difference is that most SCR systems inject
ammonia based on the output of a continuous emissions monitor, and such monitors are relatively
dow in reacting to changesin NOx emissions. However, recent improvements in electronics have
included faster reacting feedback and feed forward controls, along with monitoring of other
important engine parameters, and these improvements have been successful.

SCR is not effective on diesel engines that operate for long periods at idle or low power
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outputs, such as engines used to operate cranes. For this reason, the proposed BARCT
determination applies the low annual fuel consumption emission limitsto diesel crane engines. On
a case-by-case basis, districts may find other applications where the retrofit of SCR may not be
effective, and less effective NOx limits are warranted.
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VIl. BASISFOR PROPOSED DETERMINATION ELEMENTS
COMMON TO BOTH RACT AND BARCT

Both the proposed RACT and BARCT determinations include identical limits for CO and
VOC. Other elementsthat are identical include alternatives to controlling engines, an alternative
form for the limits (i.e., percentage reduction), applicability, and exemptions.

A. CO Limits

The proposed determination’s limit for CO is 4,500 ppmv. The 4,500 ppmv limit is the
highest CO limit in any district IC engine rule in California. Most districts have a 2,000 ppmv CO
limit. The 4,500 ppmv CO limit in the proposed determination was chosen since the main concern
for emissions from IC engines has been on NOx, and some controls for NOx tend to increase CO
emissions. The 4,500 ppmv CO limit should allow the proposed determination's
NOx limits to be met more easily and economically. In most cases, the proposed determination’s
NOx limits will be met either by the use of three-way catalysts or aleaner air/fuel mixture. Either
of these techniques should readily achieve a CO level of 4,500 ppmv.

In general, vehicles have been found to be the major source of CO in areas that are
nonattainment for CO, and stationary sources do not contribute significantly to the nonattainment
status. However, areas that are nonattainment for CO should assess the impact of stationary
engines on CO violations, and should consider adopting alower CO limit than 4,500 ppmv.

B. VOC Limits

VOC limits are included in the proposed determination because VOC emissions, like NOx
emissions, are precursors to the formation of ozone and particulate matter. For stationary
engines, the mass and impact of VOC emissions tend to be much lower than NOx emissions.
However, several NOx controls tend to increase VOC emissions. The proposed determination's
VOC limits are designed to assure that VOC increases from NOx controls do not become
excessive.

In addition, the proposed determination's VOC limits help assure that engines are properly
maintained. If an engineis misfiring or has other operational problems, VOC emissions can be
excessive.

The proposed determination’s limit for VOC is 250 ppmv for rich-burn engines and
750 ppmv for lean-burn and diesel engines. The 250 ppmv limit for rich-burn enginesis readily
achievable through the use of three-way catalysts or other NOx control methods involving leaning
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of the air/fuel mixture. A higher limit is proposed for lean-burn engines, as VOC concentrations
tend to increase when such engines are operated at the extremely lean levels needed to achieve the
determination's NOx limits. These VOC limits are equal to the highest limitsincluded in any
digtrict IC engine rule in Cdifornia

In cases where a district requires further VOC reductions to achieve the ambient air
quality standards, the adoption of VOC limits more effective than those in the proposed
determination should be considered. More effective VOC limits can be achieved through the use
of oxidation catalysts without impacting NOx reduction performance.

C. Other Control Options

In addition to combustion modifications, exhaust controls, and use of alternative fuels,
other control options can be used to meet the proposed RACT and BARCT limits.

All proposed RACT and BARCT limits can aso be met by replacement of the IC engine
with an electric motor or a new controlled engine. The new controlled engine would use
combustion modifications, exhaust controls, or an alternative fuel similar to an existing retrofitted
engine. However, since the engineis new, greater design flexibility is usually available to engineer
amore efficient engine and effective control package.

Another option for meeting the proposed RACT and BARCT limitsis available for some
engines where parts are available to convert a rich-burn engine into alean-burn engine, or alean-
burn engine into arich-burn engine. In the case of engines converted to lean-burn, improved
engine efficiencies may reduce overall costs compared to controlling the rich-burn engine. 1n the
case of engines converted to rich-burn, the rich-burn controls may be much lower in cost than the
lean-burn controls.

D. Alternative Form of Limits

For engines in the high fuel consumption category, the proposed determination provides a
choice of two NOx alternatives. operators must meet either a percent reduction or a parts per
million by volume (ppmv) limit. The reason for the aternativesis that exhaust controls typically
reduce NOx by a certain percentage, regardless of the initial NOx concentration. Thus, for
engines inherently high in NOx, the ppmv limit may be difficult to achieve when using exhaust
controls. Providing a ppmv and percent reduction option allows engine owners or operators a
greater degree of flexibility in choosing appropriate controls.

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

32



DRAFT

Use of the percentage reduction option is limited to engines using add-on control devices
that treat the exhaust gas stream. Determining compliance when such exhaust controls are used is
relatively straightforward, as NOx concentrations can be measured before and after the control
device. In contrast, for controls based on engine changes or fuel changes, it is generaly extremely
difficult to determine an accurate percentage reduction. A baseline concentration must be
established, and this baseline will be afunction of numerous engine operating parameters such as
air/fud ratio, ignition or injection timing, and power output. It would be difficult to verify that all
of these engine parameters are representative of normal engine operation. In addition, other
parameters will affect emissions, such as air density, temperature, humidity, and condition of the
engine. Not all of these factors can be quantified, and it would be impossible to accurately match
or correct for these parameters in subsequent source tests used to determine the percentage
reduction in emissions.

Except for the optional percentage reduction for NOx, the proposed determination uses
limits expressed in parts per million by volume (ppmv). These limits could have been expressed in
units of grams per brake horsepower-hour. However, use of limitsin terms of grams per brake
horsepower-hour would require engines to be simultaneously tested for emissions and
horsepower. Thiswould increase costs for compliance verification, and for that reason limits
expressed in terms of grams per brake horsepower-hour are not recommended.

E.  Applicability

[Note: The proposed deter mination exempts enginesused in agricultural
operations. Thisconformsto existing district rules, which also exempt agricultural engines.
Health and Safety Code Section 42310(e) prohibits districts from requiring permits for
agricultural engines. This prohibition does not preclude districts from controlling
agricultural engines.]

This proposed determination is applicable to stationary engines that have or have had a
continuous power rating equal to or greater than 50 brake horsepower. This wording was chosen
to avoid circumvention of the rule through derating of the engine's power. The 50 horsepower
applicability limit is based on cost-effectiveness considerations. Cost-effectivenessis not
significantly different for an engine that is just over 50 horsepower in comparison to that same
engine if derated to just under 50 horsepower. In several cases, districts have a substantial
number of engines just over 50 horsepower. |If derating is allowed, many of the emission
reductions these districts expected from an IC engine rule may not be realized.
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In some cases, an engine's power rating may be suspect or unknown. To assure that
engines exceeding 50 brake horsepower are not exempt, engines with a maximum fuel
consumption rate above a specified level are aso subject to controls. These fuel consumption
rates are 0.37 million BTUs per hour for turbocharged or supercharged diesel engines,

0.39 million BTUs per hour for naturally aspirated diesel engines, and 0.52 million BTUs per hour
for spark ignited engines. These fuel consumption levels correspond to engines rated at
approximately 50 brake horsepower.

F. Exemptions
1. Engines Used During Disasters or Emergencies

Engines are exempt from the proposed determination when used during a disaster or state
of emergency, provided that they are being used to preserve or protect property, human life, or
public health. Reasons for including this exemption are obvious. If controlsfail on an engine
used during a disaster, without this exemption the operator is faced with fines for noncompliance
if operations continue, or the loss of property, human life, or public health if the engine is shut
down. Exempting the engine from the rule eliminates this dilemma

2. Engines used in Agricultural Operations

Engines are exempt from the proposed determination if they are used directly and
exclusively by the owner or operator for agricultural operations necessary for the growing of
crops or raising of fowl or animals. This exemption conformsto district rules, which aso
exempts agricultural engines. Health and Safety Code Section 42310(e) prohibits districts from
requiring permits for agricultural engines.

[Note: ThisHealth and Safety Code prohibition does not preclude districts from
controlling agricultural engines. We are soliciting comments on the appr opriateness of
applying this proposed determination to agricultural engines.]

3. Portable Engines

This proposed determination also exempts enginesif they are portable units registered
under the State control program described under Article 5, Sections 2450-2465, Title 13,
California Code of Regulations. In general, districts have jurisdiction over engines that are
stationary sources. However, Health and Safety Code Sections 41750 through 41755 require the
ARB to develop aregistration program and emissions limits for portable engines (see
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Chapter X1). Owners or operators of portable engines who decide to take part in this registration
and control program are exempt from meeting the requirements of district rules and regulations.

4, New Nonroad Engines

To conform to federal law, the proposed determination exempts new nonroad engines.
Under the federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, districts are prohibited from adopting or
enforcing emission standards for some categories of new nonroad engines. For other categories
of new nonroad engines, control can be delegated to the ARB. See Chapter XI for further details.

5. Engines Operated No More Than 100 Hours Per Y ear

Engines that are not used for distributed generation of electrical power are exempt if they
operate 100 hours or fewer per year. Distributed generation refers to the practice wherean IC
engine is operated to produce electrical power, and this power is either fed into the electric utility
grid or displaces utility eectric power purchased by an industrial or commercial facility. This
term also refers to the operation of an I1C engine that is part of a mechanical drive system (e.g.,
water pump, conveyor belt) consisting of at least one IC engine and one electric motor, where the
system can be powered either by the electric motor(s) or the IC engine(s).

|C engines used for distributed generation are not exempt, regardless of the number of
hours of operation per year. The reason for this restriction is to assure that exempt engines will
not operate ssmultaneously on some of the highest ozone days of the year (see the following
discussion on the emergency standby engine exemption).

6. Emergency Standby Engines

The exemption for emergency standby enginesis limited to engines operating no more
than 100 hours per year, excluding emergencies or unscheduled power outages. Emergency
standby engines are typically operated for less than an hour each week to verify readiness.
Additional operation may be periodically required for maintenance operations. A limit of
100 hours per year allows a reasonable number of hours for readiness testing and about 50 hours
per year for maintenance and repairs.

The definition of emergency standby engine excludes engines that operate for any other
purpose than emergencies, unscheduled power outages, periodic maintenance, periodic readiness
testing, and scheduled power outages for maintenance and repairs on the primary power system.
The purpose of these limitations is to assure that these engines do not operate during
nonemergencies to displace or supplement utility grid power for economic reasons.
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The current electric utility restructuring that is occurring in California changes the pricing
of electricity and the incentives applicable to commercia and industria facilities. Under
restructuring, commercial and industrial customers are able to purchase e ectricity on the spot
market. Spot prices are relatively low during the night, but much higher when the demand for
power isat apeak. This peak istypicaly on hot summer days, when some of the highest ozone
concentrations of the year are recorded.

Restructuring alows commercia and industrial facilities to more easily generate and sell
power from their emergency generator engines, and send this power to the electrical grid.
Restructuring also allows such facilities to bid a reduction in their electrical demand, and operate
emergency generator engines to supplement their grid power purchases. Thus, if the price of
electricity is high enough there is an economic incentive for afacility to operate its own
emergency generators, and either feed this power into the electrical grid or reduce the facility's
demand for power.

Because dl facilities within a district ssimultaneoudly experience these high electrical prices,
the potential is significant for the ssimultaneous operation of alarge number of engine generators,
even if such usageis limited to only afew hours per year. If alarge number of facilitiesin a
district operate their emergency generators ssmultaneoudly, the increase in NOx emissions within
the district could be substantial. These increases would occur on the hottest days of the year,
which are typically the highest ozone days of the year. Thus, unless the nonemergency operation
of emergency generators is restricted, the potential to impact peak ozone concentrationsis
significant.

To minimize thisimpact on air quality, the proposed determination restricts the manner in
which emergency engines can be used.

7. Other Exemptions

Other exemptions may be justified under certain circumstances, but the inclusion of any
additional exemption in adistrict rule should be fully justified. Before an exemption is added, the
district should also investigate whether alternative, less effective controls should be required for a
class of enginesinstead of totally exempting such engines from al control or testing requirements.
Factors that should be considered include the need to adopt a RACT or BARCT level of control
to meet air quality plan or Health and Safety Code requirements, and cost-effectiveness for a
particular engine category.
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G. Compliance Dates

In this proposed determination, low fuel consumption engines and diesel engines subject to
RACT limits are required to comply with the emissions limits within a year of rule adoption.
These engines should be able to meet these limits with relatively minor adjustments or retrofits.
For engines required to retrofit more extensive controls or replacement with a different IC engine,
an application for a permit to construct must be submitted and deemed complete by the district
within one year of rule adoption. Final compliance is required within two years of rule adoption.
This time period should be sufficient to evaluate control options, place purchase orders, install
equipment, and perform compliance verification testing.

An additional year for final compliance is provided for existing engines that will be
permanently removed without being replaced by another IC engine. In many cases, such an
operation may be nearing the end of its useful life, and it would not be cost-effective to retrofit the
engine with controls for only ayear of operation. In addition, over the course of several years,
the cumulative emissions from the engine to be removed will be less than if this engine were
controlled. Although emissions are higher in the first year, lower emissions occur in all
subsequent years.

A district adopting a BARCT level of control should consider modifying the compliance
schedule for engines that already meet RACT to provide additional time in certain cases to reduce
the financia burden on the engine owner or operator. For example, engines complying with a
RACT level of control through the use of a catalyst could be subject to an aternative compliance
schedule requiring the BARCT level of control level when the catalyst is next replaced or 3 years,
whichever time period is shorter.

H. Inspection and Monitoring Program

It is the engine owner or operator's responsibility to demonstrate that an engineis
operated in continuous compliance with all applicable requirements. Each engine subject to
control is required to have to have an emission control plan describing how the engine will
comply. To reduce the paperwork for engine owners or operators, districts can accept an
application to construct as meeting the control plan requirements, as long as the application
contains the necessary information.

As part of the emission control plan, an inspection and monitoring plan is required. The

inspection and monitoring plan describes procedures and actions taken periodically to verify
compliance with the rule between required source tests. These procedures and actions should

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

37



DRAFT

include the monitoring of automatic combustion controls or operational characteristics to verify
that values are within levels demonstrated by source testing to be associated with compliance.

Examples of parameters that can be monitored in an inspection and monitoring program
include exhaust gas concentration, air/fuel ratio (air/fuel ratio control signal voltage for catalyst
systems), flow rate of the reducing liquid or gas added to the exhaust, exhaust temperature, inlet
manifold temperature, and inlet manifold pressure. For engines that are not required to use
continuous monitoring equipment, it is recommended that the inspection and monitoring plan
require periodic measurement of the measurement of exhaust gas concentrations by a portable
NOXx monitor.

l. Continuous Monitoring

Continuous monitoring of NOx and O, are required for each stationary engine with a
brake horsepower rating greater than 1,000 that is permitted to operate more than 2,000 hours
per year. Thisengine size and operating capacity is found in the South Coast AQMD's IC engine
rule, and was determined to be cost-effective by the South Coast AQMD. Continuous emissions
monitors could be used for this monitoring. As an alternative, if adequate verification is provided,
the monitoring of engine parameters and the calculation of concentrations may be used. In either
case, these data would be recorded and maintained for at least two years.

J. Source Testing

Source testing of each engine subject to controls would be required after 8,760 hours of
engine operation or every 24 months, whichever is the lesser time period. The proposed
determination's testing schedule would result in testing nearly every year for IC engines that are
operated aimost continuously, and testing once every two years for engines operated less than
50 percent of the time.

Typically, source testing of many other controlled sourcesis required every year.
However, for 1C engines, source testing can be a significant expense, and alowing alonger period
between tests would assure that the cost of source testing would not be out of proportion to other
operating expenses. Extended source test periods normally are associated with operating out of
compliance for longer periods of time and increased emissions. However, the proposed
determination requires the development and implementation of a detailed inspection and
monitoring program, which should provide verification that emission controls are operating
properly and the IC engine is in compliance between source tests.
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K. Records

Records of the hours of operation and type and quantities of fuel consumed each month
would also be required for each engine subject to controls or subject to limits on annual hours of
operation. These records would be available for inspection at any time, and would be submitted
annually to the district.
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VIII. COST AND COST-EFFECTIVENESS

The cost of NOx controls for reciprocating 1C engines can vary widely, depending on the
individual site, size of engine, fuel type, type of engine, operationa characteristics of the engine,
and other parameters.

For engines requiring the installation or replacement of major pieces of equipment, such as
catalysts, engine heads, and turbochargers, the largest expense is the capital cost of controls. The
replacement cost for catalysts can also be a magjor expense.

When an engine is controlled, greater care must be taken to assure the engine is well
maintained, and thus maintenance costs increase.

Fuel consumption will be increased by several percent by most of the controls. However,
for some uncontrolled engines, modifications that |ean the air/fuel ratio may decrease fuel
consumption.

Depending on existing equipment and requirements, other costs associated with achieving
the determination’ s requirements may include the purchase and installation of hour and fuel
meters; purchase, installation, and operation of emissions monitors; source testing; permit fees,
and labor and equipment costs associated with the inspection and monitoring program.

A. Costs and Cost-Effectiveness for RACT

The following four cost-effectiveness tables (Tables 6 through 9) are based on ether the
average or the range of cost estimates for 1C engine controls. These costs are for the retrofit of
uncontrolled engines to meet the RACT control limits for high fuel consumption engines. For low
fuel consumption engines, the cost of control is expected to be minimal. For the most part, the
emission limits for low fuel consumption engines will be met by leaning the air/fuel mixture. The
necessary adjustments to lean the air/fuel mixture can be made and checked during regularly
scheduled maintenance operations at minimal cost. Some additiona instrumentation may also be
required to monitor the air/fuel ratio.

Table 6 includes cost-effectiveness estimates developed in 1991 by the Santa Barbara
County APCD for enginesin their district. The Santa Barbara APCD IC engine rule contains
NOx limits similar to the proposed RACT determination limits. The cost of controls and the costs
of additional fuel used or fuel saved, source test costs, and annual permit fees were included.
These costs are based on the actual average fuel consumption for each horsepower
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range, which represents capacity factors ranging from about 7 to 60 percent. The cost of catalyst
replacement was also taken into account. Capital costs are reflected in the annualized costs.

Table 7 uses the Santa Barbara County APCD operating capacities from Table 6, but uses
updated vendor costs for two of the eleven engine/control combinations found in Table 6. These
controls are designed to meet the proposed RACT determination limits. Capital costs are based
on 1996 equipment costs for severa engine makes and models that fit the Santa Barbara County
APCD engine size categories. These costs are roughly double the costs from the
Santa Barbara County data for rich-burn engines. However, in cases where a turbocharger must
be added, the Table 7 costs can exceed the Santa Barbara County APCD data by a factor of up to
ten. These differences are aimost exclusively due to higher capital costs. On the other hand, for
lean-burn engines the costs of a precombustion chamber (clean burn) retrofit from Table 7 are
much less than SCR on the same engine size category from Table 6, and are dightly less than
electrification, also from Table 6.

Table 8 contains cost and cost-effectiveness estimates from the U.S. EPA's 1993
Alternative Control Techniques (ACT) Document for internal combustion engines. The lean
combustion ("Clean Burn") and injection timing retard controls are designed to meet the proposed
RACT determination limits. The NSCR control cost range covers both the proposed RACT and
BARCT determination limits. The Table 8 cost-effectiveness values are much lower than values
for comparable categoriesin Tables 6 and 7. The primary reason for thisis that Table 8 assumes
engines operate 8,000 hours per year at full load (i.e., 90 percent of maximum capacity), while the
Tables 6 and 7 figures were cal culated based on actual capacity factors, which varied from 7 to 64
percent. On the other hand, costs for injection timing retard in Table 8 are much higher than costs
found in other information sources. The primary reason for thisisthat the U.S. EPA assumed
electronic controls would have to be retrofitted so that injection timing could be retarded, while
the injection timing of most engines can be retarded without this retrofit.

In some applications, stationary engines are used to run compressors which are integral to
the engine. In such cases, if the engine is replaced, the associated compressor must also be
replaced. If an owner chooses to comply with the proposed determination by replacing the
engine, then the cost for replacing the compressor should also be incorporated into the calculation
of control equipment costs.
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Table6

Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for |C Engine Controls From Santa Barbara County APCD*

Cost-Effectiveness
Engine/Control  Horsepower Installed Annualized Fuel Usage ($/ton of NOx

Range Cost ($) Cost (9) (mmscf/yr)? Reduced)
Rich-Burn/Prestratified Charge
50- 150 9,185 2,441 4.14 660
150 - 300 9,185 2,556 4.99 570
300 - 500 18,335 3,879 2.92 1,500
500 - 1100 18,260 3,867 4.28 1,000
Rich-Burn/NSCR, single stage
50- 150 7,100 5,062 4.35 1,300
150 - 300 8,400 5,795 5.24 1,200
300 - 500 10,600 6,625 3.07 2,400
500 - 1100 15,000 8,927 4.49 2,200
Rich-Burn/NSCR, two stage
50- 150 13,500 8,178 4.35 2,100
150 - 300 15,300 9,155 5.24 1,900
300 - 500 19,700 11,057 3.07 4,000
500 - 1100 28,500 16,302 4.49 4,000
Rich-Burn/Electrification, no power line?
50- 150 15,600 6,883 4.14 1,700
150 - 300 19,500 8,409 4.99 1,700
300 - 500 25,000 7,072 2.92 2,400
500 - 1100 60,800 14,198 4.28 3,300
(continued)
! Reference: "Staff Report - Proposed Rule 333 - Control of Emissions from Reciprocating

Internal Combustion Engines,” December, 1991, Santa Barbara County APCD.
Average natural gas used for each category in millions of standard cubic feet per year
"Electrification, no power line" assumes that electrical grid power is next to the electric
motor, so a power lineis not required.
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Table 6 (continued)

Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for |C Engine Controls From Santa Barbara County APCD*

Cost-Effectiveness
Engine/Control  Horsepower Installed Annualized Fuel Usage ($/ton of NOx

Range Cost ($) Cost (9) (mmscf/yr)? Reduced)
Rich-Burn/Electrification, 1,027 feet of power line®
50 - 150 25,920 8,518 4.14 2,100
150 - 300 29,820 10,045 4.99 2,000
300 - 500 34,320 9,550 2.92 3,300
500 -1100 71,120 15,834 4.28 3,700
Lean-Burn/SCR
150 - 300 153,500 37,591 351 13,000
300 - 500 154,000 40,944 2.62 20,000
500 - 1,100 155,000 52,330 14.44 4,500
Lean-Burn/Clean Burn Retrofit
500 - 1,100 516,870 80,775 13.61 7,400
Lean-Burn/New Clean Burn Engine
500 - 1,100 214,000 32,024 13.32 3,000
(continued)
! Reference: "Staff Report - Proposed Rule 333 - Control of Emissions from Reciprocating
Internal Combustion Engines," December, 1991, Santa Barbara County APCD.
2 Average natural gas used for each category in millions of standard cubic feet per year
3 "Electrification, 1,027 feet of power line" assumes that this length of power line will have

to be built to connect the electric motor to the electric grid.
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Table 6 (continued)

Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for |C Engine Controls From Santa Barbara County APCD*

Cost-Effectiveness
Engine/Control  Horsepower Installed Annualized Fuel Usage ($/ton of NOx

Range Cost ($) Cost (9) (mmscf/yr)? Reduced)
L ean-Burn/Electrification, no power line?
150 - 300 19,500 6,724 341 2,000
300 - 500 25,000 6,670 254 2,600
500 - 1,100 60,800 24,576 14.02 1,800
Lean-Burn/Electrification, 1,027 feet of power line*
150 - 300 29,820 8,359 341 2,500
300 - 500 34,320 8,306 254 3,300
500 - 1,100 71,120 26,213 14.02 1,900
L ean-Burn/Electrification of compressor®
500 - 1,100 390,000 74,392 7.04 13,000
! Reference: "Staff Report - Proposed Rule 333 - Control of Emissions from Reciprocating
Internal Combustion Engines,” December, 1991, Santa Barbara County APCD.
2 Average natural gas used for each category in millions of standard cubic feet per year.
3 "Electrification, no power line" assumes that electrical grid power is next to the electric
motor, so a power lineis not required.
4 Electrification, 1,027 feet of power line assumes that this length of power line will have
to be built to hook the electric motor to the electric grid.
> Includes replacement of compressor.
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Table7

Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for 1C Engine Controls
Based on 1996 Vendor Prices and Santa Barbara County APCD Data*

Cost-Effectiveness

Engine Type Control Type Horsepower Range in Dollars per Ton
of NOx Removed

Rich-Burn Prestratified Charge 300 - 500 1,800 - 4,0007

500-1,100 1,500 - 8,300°
Lean-Burn Clean Burn Retrofit 300 - 500 1,300 - 2,000
1 Reference: Persona Communication, Bo Mikkelsen, Emissions Plus Inc.,

January 12, 1996, and " Staff Report - Proposed Rule 333 - Control of Emissions from
Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines,” December, 1991, Santa Barbara County
APCD.

2 Higher values reflect the costs for converting a naturally aspirated engine to
turbocharged/aftercooled version, to maintain original power rating.
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Table8

Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for 1C Engine NOx Controls
From U.S. EPA ACT Document for IC Engines'

Engine/Control Horsepower Total Capital Total Annual Cost-Effectiveness
Costs Costs ($/ton)
(10°$) (10°9)
Rich-Burn/Prestratified Charge without Turbocharger
80-500 20-50 70-80 1,300-7,200
501-1,000 50-55 80-83 750-1,300
1,001-2,500° 55-62 83-91 300-750
Rich-Burn/Prestratified Charge with Turbocharger
80-500 28-112 72-94 1,500-7,400
501-1,000 112-133 94-101 900-1,500
1,001-2,500° 133-151 101-112 370-900
Rich-Burn/NSCR
80-500 15-27 69-79 1,260-6,900
501-1,000 27-41 79-90 750-1,260
1001-2,500° 41-87 90-124 395-750
Rich-Burn/Conversion to Low Emissions Lean-Burn (" Clean-Burn™)
80-500 39-116 12-23 480-1,200
501-1,000 116-207 23-50 420-480
1,001-2,500° 207-482 50-114 375-420
(continued)

Reference: "Alternative Control Techniques Document -- NOx Emissions from

Stationary Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines,” U.S. EPA, July, 1993.

46

Assumes operation at maximum rated horsepower for 8,000 hours per year.
Largest known rich-burn stationary engineis 1,978 horsepower.
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Table 8 (continued)

Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for 1C Engine NOx Controls
From U.S. EPA ACT Document for IC Engines'

Engine/Control  Horsepower Total Capital Total Annua Cost-Effectiveness

Costs Costs ($/ton)
(10° $) (10°9$)
Lean-Burn/Conversion to Low Emissions Lean-Burn ("Clean-Burn")
200-500 61-116 15-27 410-590
501 - 1,000 116-207 27-45 350-410
1,001-2,500 207-482 45-102 310-350
2,501-4,000 482-756 102-158 300-310
Lean Burn/SCR
200-500 324-346 180-196 2,900-6,800
501-1,000 346-382 196-220 1,700-2,900
1,001-2,500 382-491 220-295 890-1,700
2,501-4,000 491-600 295-370 700-890
Diesdl/Injection Timing Retard
80-500 12 6.2-10 770-2,900
501-1,000 12-16 10-16 590-770
1,001-2,500 16-24 16-32 450-590
2,501-4,000 24 32-46 440-450
(continued)

Reference: "Alternative Control Techniques Document -- NOx Emission from Stationary
Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines,” U.S. EPA, July, 1993.
Assumes operation at maximum rated horsepower for 8,000 hours per year.
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Table 8 (continued)

Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for 1C Engine NOx Controls
From U.S. EPA ACT Document for IC Engines'

Engine/Control  Horsepower Total Capital Total Annual Cost-Effectiveness
Costs Costs ($/ton)
(10° $) (10°9$)
Dua Fuel Engines/Injection Timing Retard

700-1,000 12-16 10-13 900-990
1,001-2,500 16-24 13-25 680-900
2,501-4,000 24 25-35 600-680

Dua Fuel Engines/Conversion to Low Emissions Lean-Burn ("Clean-Burn")

700-1,000 720-855 182-216 3,800-4,600
1,001-2,500 855-1,530 216-390 2,700-3,800
2,501-4,000 1,530-2,200 390-563 2,500-2,700

! Reference: "Alternative Control Techniques Document -- NOx Emission from Stationary
Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines,” U.S. EPA, July, 1993.
2 Assumes operation at maximum rated horsepower for 8,000 hours per year.

Costs and cost-effectiveness data are also available from the San Luis Obispo County
APCD'’s Staff Report for Rule 431, Stationary Interna Combustion Engines. Table 9 summarizes
the range of these costs for the retrofit of 15 rich-burn engines with NSCR.
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Table9

San Luis Obispo Costs and Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for RACT Controls
On Rich-Burn IC Engines

Engine Size NOx Reductions  Total Annual Cost-Effectiveness
(BHP) (Tonglyr) Cost ($) ($/ton)

85-575 1.1-49.6 9,600-17,300 350-9,400

Reference: San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District Staff Report, Rule 431,
Stationary Combustion Engines, November 13, 1996.

B. Costs and Cost-Effectiveness for BARCT

Tables 10 and 11 summarize the cost and cost-effectiveness for controlling uncontrolled
high fuel consumption diesel engines to an emissions level representative of BARCT. For high
fuel consumption spark-ignited engines, the same or similar controls can be used to achieve both
the RACT and BARCT emission limits. For example, if catalysts are used, compared to RACT a
catalyst designed to meet the BARCT limit may be larger, have a higher concentration of active
catalyst materials, may include a more sophisticated air/fuel ratio controller, and may need a more
effective inspection and maintenance program. All of these differences tend to increase the cost
of BARCT controls in comparison to RACT controls. However, when similar controls are used,
the incremental increase in costs for BARCT controls in comparison to RACT controlsis
generaly minor.

The cost-effectiveness in dollars per ton figures are substantially greater for diesel engines
with 8 and 11 percent capacity factors, and are much lower for engines with higher capacity
factors. For thisreason, the BARCT determination includes two NOXx limits. one applicable to
low fuel consumption engines (i.e., low capacity factor) and a more effective limit for high fuel
consumption engines (i.e., high capacity factor). For high fuel consumption diesel engines,
selective catalytic control (SCR) is generally cost-effective and can meet the more effective NOx
limits.
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Table 10

Cost and Cost-Effectivenessfor SCR NOx Control
of Diesel Enginesin Ventura County*

Size Reduction Capital O&M  Capacity Factor  Cost-Effectiveness
Range Needed Cost Costs (%) ($/ton)
(BHP) (%)? ) ($lyear)®

450 86 86,500-277,500 10,000 11 13,000-27,000
465 84 86,500-277,500 10,000 17 2,000-4,000
650 81 105,000-346,500 15,000 8 14,000-28,000
800 91 105,000-346,500 40,000 52 1,000-1,500
1200-1440 86 105,000-346,500 40,000 52 640-1,000
! Reference: Ventura County APCD Staff Report for Rule 74.9, December 1993.

2 Average reduction needed to meet an 80 ppm NOX limit

3 O&M = operation and maintenance
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Table 11

BARCT Cost-Effectiveness Estimates for 1C Engine Controls From
U.S. EPA ACT Document for I1C Engines

Engine/Control Horsepower Tota Capital Total Annual Cost-Effectiveness
Costs Costs ($/ton)
(10° $) (10° $)
Diesdl/SCR
80-500 195-236 145-165 3,500-19,000
501-1,000 236-285 165-184 2,000-3,500
1,001-2,500 285-431 184-261 1,100-2,000
2,501-4,000 431-577 261-332 880-1,100
Dua Fuel Engines/SCR
700-1,000 255-284 170-183 2,700-3,600
1,001-2,500 284-431 183-247 1,500-2,700
2,501-4,000 431-577 247-310 1,200-1,500
! Reference: "Alternative Control Techniques Document -- NOx Emission from Stationary
Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines,” U.S. EPA, July 1993.
2 Assumes operation at maximum rated horsepower for 8,000 hours per year.

Another source of information on BARCT NOx control costs for IC enginesisthe
South Coast AQMD. In 1995, Rule 1110.2 was modified, and data on costs of control equipment
from the 1990 Staff Report were updated to 1995 dollars. The cost-effectiveness of NSCR was
estimated to be $4,800 per ton of NOx reduced, while the cost-effectiveness of SCR was
estimated to be $9,500 per ton of NOx reduced. The costs and NOx reductions from the use of
cyanuric acid were estimated to be about the same as SCR.

C. Other Costs

The previous tables, for the most part, have covered the capital, operating, and
maintenance costs for controls. Other expenses may also be encountered to comply with the
proposed determination. In the case of hour meters and fuel meters, many engines already have

such measuring devices, so there would be no additional cost. For engines using SCR, often the
cost of a continuous NOx monitor isincluded in the cost of controls. Some of the cost-
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effectiveness estimates already presented included the cost of source tests. For completeness, the
following information on these costs is provided.

This proposed determination requires the use of an hour meter on exempt emergency
standby engines operating fewer than 100 hours per year. In addition, many districts will likely
require the use of fuel and hour meters for recordkeeping and compliance verification purposes.
Hour meters typically cost between $120 and $200 each, while a fuel meter package for a diesel
engine with an accuracy within one percent costs about $1,300.

This proposed determination also requires the installation of an emissions monitoring
system for engines rated 1,000 brake horsepower and greater and permitted to operate more than
2,000 hours per year. Costs of such a system vary depending on whether continuous emissions
monitors are used or parametric monitoring is employed. Cost of a continuous emissions monitor
isabout $75,000. Theinstalled cost of aparametric system is about $75,000 for the first engine,
and $34,000 for each subsequent similar engine at afacility. For afacility consisting of five
identical engines, annual maintenance costs are estimated as $10,000 to $15,000 ($2,000 to
$3,000 per engine) for a parametric system, and up to $100,000 to $150,000 ($20,000 to $30,000
per engine) for a continuous emissions monitor System.

The cost of areference method source test is about $3,000 per engine. Costs are less if
multiple engines are tested at the same time.

As part of the ingpection and maintenance requirements, it is recommended that exhaust
emissions be periodically checked with a hand-held portable analyzer. The cost of a hand-held
portable analyzer is about $10,000 to $15,000. Many engine operators who perform their own
maintenance and maintain several engines aready have such an analyzer. Smaller operators
generally contract out engine maintenance, and nearly al maintenance contractors aready have
analyzers. Thus, in most cases, requiring periodic checks with an analyzer is not expected to
increase costs significantly.

D. Incremental Costs and Cost-Effectiveness

New requirements for the adoption of rules and regulations were passed by the State
Legidaturein 1995. These requirements, found in Health and Safety Code Section 40920.6,
apply to districts when adopting BARCT rules or feasible measures. Specifically, when adopting
such rules, districts must perform an incremental cost-effectiveness analysis among the various
control options. Incremental cost-effectiveness data represents the added cost to achieve an
incremental emission reduction between two control options. Districts are allowed to consider
incrementa cost-effectivenessin the rule adoption process.
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Didtricts that adopt a BARCT level of control for IC engines may have already required a
RACT level of control for these engines. Table 12 provides incremental cost-effectiveness
estimates for the case where a RACT level of control has already been installed (i.e., baselineis
RACT), and the control equipment is either modified or replaced to meet BARCT limits.
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Table 12

Cost and Cost-Effectiveness Summary for Application of BARCT
To RACT Controlled Enginest

Control Size Number Reduction Emissions Capitd O&M Cost-
Technology Range of Engines  Needed Reduction Costs Costs Effectiveness
(HP) (%) (tons/yr)? % ($lyr)  ($/ton)?
Rich-burn
From NSCR to improved NSCR
100-200 6 36 293 9,185 1,888 9,300
225 1 22 0.37 9,185 1,888 8,200
412 2 25 0.79 18,335 1,673 10,000
625 1 19 0.79 18,260 2,399 6,000
700-800 3 50 6.27 18,260 2,399 2,300
1250 3 34 5.85 18,260 2,399 3,300
From PSC to NSCR
300 3 50 7.84 10,600 1,673 1,300
330 3 53 0.62 10,600 1,673 17,000
Lean-burn
From SCR to improved SCR
660 2 62 14.81 105,000- 15,000 3,800-
346,500 7,900
From Clean Burn to added SCR
1108 8 29 39.38 105,000- 15,000 6,300-
346,500 13,000
Diesdl
From SCR to improved SCR
503 1 34 0.64 50,000- 250 10,000-
105,000 21,000
4500 1 35 8.04 50,000- 250 810-
105,000 1,700
! Reference: Ventura County APCD Staff Report for Rule 74.9, December 1993
2 Based on actual capacity factor
3 Capital recovery factor of .125 used (approximately 9 percent interest for 15 years)
4

Operator proposed electrification for these engines
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When performing incremental cost-effectiveness analyses, in some cases an uncontrolled
baseline may be appropriate. Table 13 summarizes an incrementa cost-effectiveness comparison
for an uncontrolled baseline. For example, the costs for controlling an uncontrolled engine with
the application of prestratified charge controls is estimated, along with the costs for replacing the
engine with an electric motor. Emission reductions for application of these two different control
methods to an uncontrolled engine are also estimated. The incremental cost-effectivenessis
determined by dividing the difference in costs by the difference in emission reductions. The Table
13 estimates were developed from data found in Tables 6 and 7. These data were sufficient only
to compare proposed RACT levelsto electrification. For rich-burn engines, it was assumed that
both the prestratified charge and NSCR control technologies would achieve a NOx reduction
performance of 50 ppm or 90 percent control. The least expensive of these two technologies
(prestratified charge) was used to compare against electrification. The emissions reduction
associated with electrification was assumed to be 100 percent. For lean-burn engines, the only
control less expensive than electrification was clean burn retrofit. Anincremental cost-
effectiveness comparison between clean burn and electrification is included in Table 13.
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Table 13

Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Estimatesfor 1C Engine Controls'

Incremental
Cost-Effectiveness

Engine Type Control Comparison Horsepower in Dollars per Ton
Of NOx Removed
Rich-Burn From Prestratified 50-150 11,000-15,000
Charge to Electrification 150-300 12,000-15,000
300-500 11,000-19,000
500-1,100 24,000-28,000
Lean-Burn From Clean Burn Retrofit 300-500 5,000-11,000
to Electrification
! Reference: "Staff Report - Proposed Rule 333 - Control of Emissions from Reciprocating

Internal Combustion Engines," December 1991, Santa Barbara County APCD.

Another incremental cost-effectiveness study has been performed by the
San Diego County APCD. The costs and cost-effectiveness of installing NSCR on three rich-burn
engines was calculated for 90 and 95 percent NOx control. The incremental costs for increasing
the effectiveness from 90 percent to 95 percent were also calculated. Continuous operation of the
engines (8,760 hours per year) was assumed. Table 14 summarizes the emissions and costs for al

three engines combined.
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Table 14

I ncremental Cost-Effectiveness Between 90% and 95% NOx Control
For Application of NSCR on Three Rich-Burn Enginest

Incremental Incremental Incremental Incremental
NOx Reduction  Capital Costs Annualized Costs  Cost-Effectiveness
(tonslyr) %) % ($/ton NOx reduced)
9 10,000 12,500 1,380

! Source: "Children's Hospital Cost-Effectiveness for NSCR," Godfrey Aghoi, San Diego
County APCD, June 14, 1996.

Incremental cost-effectiveness values should be used to determine if the added cost for a
more effective control option is reasonable when compared to the additional emission reductions
that would be achieved by the more effective control option. Historically, when determining cost-
effectiveness, districts have estimated the costs and emissions reductions associated with
controlling uncontrolled sources. This latter method is sometimes called "absolute" cost-
effectiveness. Incremental cost-effectiveness should not be compared directly to a cost-
effectiveness threshold that was developed for absolute cost-effectiveness analysis. Incremental
cost-effectiveness calculations, by design, yield values that can be significantly greater than the
values from absol ute cost-effectiveness calculations. Direct comparisons may make the cost-
effectiveness of an economic and effective alternative seem exceedingly expensive.
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IX. RULE EFFECTIVENESS

Rule effectiveness is a measure of the actual emission reductions achieved by arule. Very
few data are available on rule effectiveness are available for stationary internal combustion
engines. However, one study ("Phase 111 Rule Effectiveness Study, VCAPCD Rule 79.4,
Stationary Internal Combustion Engines,” October 1, 1994) has been conducted.

This study covered 33 engines at 15 facilities. The ARB performed unannounced source
tests on 22 engines for the study, while the Ventura County District witnessed or reviewed an
additional 11 annual sourcetests. Five of the 22 engines tested by the ARB were found in
violation, while one of the 11 engines for which annual source tests were performed was found in
violation. The engines that were found in violation exceeded the rule's limits by 26 to
1,551 percent. Average emissions from the 33 engines were found to be 32 percent greater than
therule limits. For the 27 engines in compliance, emissions were well below the rule's limits.

The frequency of non-compliance was greater for unannounced source tests than for
annual or announced source tests (5 of 22 compared to 1in 11). One of the main reasons for this
differenceis that, based on interviews with the engine owners or operators, in most cases portable
emission analyzers are used to tune engines for better emissions performance immediately before
announced source tests are performed.

Data from the study indicate that many of the problems with compliance involve
maintaining the proper air/fuel ratio. The use of automatic electronic air/fuel ratio controllers on
NSCR systems appears to greatly reduce such problems.

One of the conclusions of the study was that most non-compliant engines can come into
compliance easily and quickly with minor adjustments. It also appears that compliance can be
significantly improved if more frequent inspections are performed. During the time period when
the study was conducted, the District's rule required quarterly inspections with portable analyzers
and an annual sourcetest. To improve rule effectiveness, the rule was revised to change the
frequency of inspections with portable analyzers from quarterly to monthly, while the announced
source test frequency was decreased from once a year to once every two years.

Based on the results of the Rule Effectiveness Study, we recommend in the proposed
determination that all controlled engines be subject to an inspection and monitoring plan. Where
feasible, this plan should include monthly testing with portable analyzers.

The study also found that engine operators often did not adjust engines to optimal settings
except for announced source tests and quarterly inspections. We recommend that, during an
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initial source test, optimal settings are determined for engine operating parameters affecting
emissions. The ingpection an maintenance program should require that these optimal settings be
frequently checked and maintained. In this fashion, emissions reductions should be maximized.

Although the effectiveness of this proposed determination cannot be quantified, it should
be more effective than the Ventura County study results. The proposed determination
recommends monthly, rather than quarterly, testing by portable analyzers. The proposed
determination a so includes other, more effective provisions such as: the identification of optimal
values for parameters important to emissions control; the frequent checking, reporting, and
recordkeeping for these parameters; and mandatory corrective action if any parameter is not
within the acceptable range. Examples of parameters that may require monitoring include air/fuel
ratio, exhaust temperature, inlet manifold temperature, and inlet manifold pressure.
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X. IMPACTS
A. Air Quality

Oxides of nitrogen (NOx) isan air quality concern for several reasons. NOX is a precursor
to ozone, and State and federal ozone ambient air quality standards are violated throughout many
parts of California. In addition, although most NOx is emitted in the form of nitric oxide (NO),
on most days NO will rapidly oxidize to form nitrogen dioxide (NO,). There are state and federal
ambient air quality standards for NO,. NOx is also a precursor to particulate nitrate, which can
contribute to violations of PM 10 (particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in aerodynamic
diameter) and PM 2.5 ambient air quality standards. Violations of PM 10 standards are even more
widespread than ozone violationsin California. Reductions in NOx emissions will reduce ozone,
nitrogen dioxide, and PM 10 and PM2.5 concentrations, and reduce the number of violations of
ambient air quality standards for these four pollutants.

Table 15 lists emission reduction estimates by district from the adoption of arule to
control NOx emissions from stationary 1C engines. The districts listed are limited to those that
are nonattainment for the State ozone standard, and either do not have an IC engine rule or have
an IC engine rule that is significantly less effective than the proposed determination. In some
cases, such asthe Bay Area, adistrict's existing rule is less effective than the proposed
determination, but emission reductions from adoption of aBARCT level of control cannot be
quantified.

The Table 15 emission reduction estimates were cal culated assuming no reduction would
come from engines emitting one ton or less of NOx per year. Engines with emissions of one ton
or less are often standby emergency generators which would be exempt from control
requirements. In addition, no reductions were assumed for engines that are already controlled,
based on the emission factors from the emissions inventory. No reductions were also assumed for
engines described as operating mobile equipment.

Fuel consumption was not surveyed, so it is unclear how many engines may be subject to
the low fuel consumption limits rather than the high fuel consumption limits. 1n addition, some
districts may adopt a RACT level of control, while others may need to adopt a BARCT level of
control. For these reasons, the Table 15 emission reduction estimates assume NOx will be
reduced by 30 percent for diesel engines and 90 percent for natural gas fueled engines. These
levels represent RACT for diesal engines, and BARCT for low fuel consumption diesel engines.
These levels also represent RACT for rich-burn engines, and BARCT for lean-burn engines.
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It should be noted that the emission reductions estimated in Table 15 are based on the
1994 inventory. Since in some respects this inventory may underestimate actual emissions (see
Chapter I), the actual emission reductions may be greater than the estimatesin Table 15.
However, to the extent that engines have already been controlled but are reported in the inventory
as being uncontrolled, the Table 15 estimates may be higher than actual.

Table 15
Estimated NOx Emission Reductions for Stationary Source |C Enginest

Emissionsin Tons per Y ear

Didtrict 1994 Inventory Controlled Reduction
Butte County AQMD 14 7 7
Colusa County APCD 710 71 639
Feather River AQMD 359 36 323
Glenn County APCD 28 20 8
Imperial County APCD 1,225 1,171 54
Monterey Bay Unified APCD 145 130 15
Placer County APCD 3 0 3
Y olo-Solano AQMD 33 33 0
! Reference; ARB 1994 Emissions Inventory

B. Economic

The economic impacts from meeting the requirements of this proposed determination will
be a function of the type of engine and controls used, and the economic health of the engine
owner or operator. The costs and cost effectiveness are discussed in detail in Chapter VIII.

Looking at typical costs for atypical engine, most of the engines affected by an IC engine
rule will be rich-burn, and an NSCR catalyst is the control method expected to be used on most of
these rich-burn engines. Thetotal (annualized capital plus operating, replacement, fuel, and
maintenance) cost of an NSCR catalyst will increase total engine operating costs by about
10 percent. The required source testing would add to thistotal. For example, the total cost of
operating a 500 horsepower rich burn engine/generator for one year at 50 percent of capacity
would be about $150,000, and the corresponding cost for a catalyst would be about $15,000.
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Source testing would cost about $3000 per test for a single engine, and less if multiple engines are
tested at the same time.

The costs of retrofitting alean-burn engine to meet the proposed determination’'s NOx
limits will generally be greater than for arich-burn engine. However, owners and operators of
lean burn engines tend to be larger, better financed businesses that can more easily absorb greater
costs. Retrofit costs can vary significantly, with lower costs associated with the use of an
economical clean burn retrofit kit, and higher costs if a turbocharger or other expensive
equipment must be replaced or added, or if SCR controls are used.

For larger engines operating a substantial number of hours per year, NOx and oxygen
concentrations must be monitored continuoudly. In addition, for other engines using SCR, a
continuous NOx monitor is often included as part of the controls package. The cost of
continuous monitoring can be significant. The purchase and installation costs of a stand alone
NOx monitor is about $75,000. As an alternative to monitoring NOx directly, districts may find
parametric monitoring to be areasonable aternative. In parametric monitoring, severa engine
parameters are monitored, and these valued are used to calculate NOx emissions. The monitoring
of engine parametersis generally less expensive than monitoring NOx directly. The capital cost
for a parametric system is about $75,000 for the first engine at a site, and $34,000 for each similar
engine at the site. For afacility consisting of five identical engines, annual maintenance costs for a
continuous monitoring system can be as high as $100,000 ($20,000 to $30,000 per engine), while
for a parametric system annua maintenance costs are about $10,000 to $15,000 ($2,000 to
$3,000 per engine).

C. Catalysts

Both NSCR and SCR catalysts contain heavy metals and other toxic substances that may
create environmental problemsif they are not disposed of properly. Inthe case of NSCR
catalysts, it isusually cost-effective to reclaim and recycle the heavy metals from spent catalysts.
For al catalysts, the cost of proper disposal is relatively minor, and catalyst vendors generally will
agree to dispose of their own used catalysts at no charge.

In the case of SCR, ammoniaisinjected into the exhaust gas to reduce NOx, and some of
the ammoniais released into the atmosphere unreacted. Ammoniais atoxic compound at high
concentrations. At lower concentrations, ammonia can cause health effects and can be a nuisance
due to odor. Therefore, many districts have adopted rules or permits which limit the ammonia
concentration in the exhaust vented to the atmosphere. These limits vary from afew ppmv to
about 50 ppmv. If the exhaust contains no more than this concentration range, the ground level
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concentration of ammonia should be well below the level at which any known health effects
occur.

There are also safety concerns associated with accidental spills of ammonia. Not only is
ammonia a toxic compound, but it isalso afire hazard at extremely high concentrations. These
concerns can be mitigated by constructing and operating the ammonia system in conformance
with existing safety and fire regulations. Safety can also be greatly enhanced if aqueous, rather
than anhydrous, anmoniais used. With agueous ammonia, the ammonia tends to stay bound to
water rather than escape as a gas into the atmosphere, and thus both the health effects and
explosive danger from accidental anmonia spills can be minimized. Because water becomes
saturated at about 25 percent ammonia by weight, agueous ammonia tanks must be about four
times larger than if anhydrous ammoniawere used. Consequently, the cost of storage tanks and
trangportation costs for agueous ammonia will be greater than if anhydrous ammonia were used.

D. M ethanol

Methanol is atoxic compound that can cause serious health effects if ingested, breathed,
or absorbed through the skin. In addition, combustion of methanol in IC engines can result in
elevated formaldehyde exhaust emissions. The ARB has identified formaldehyde as atoxic air
contaminant. Careful handling of methanol and conformance to existing health and industria
standards should minimize any safety hazards associated with methanol. Formaldehyde emissions
can be minimized by assuring that the IC engine does not operate overly rich, and by the use of an
oxidation catalyst. Methanol has been used as afuel for cars and buses for a number of years with
little or no adverse health impacts noted.

E. Water Usage

Very few engines are expected to use water for NOx control. For engines that use water,
the consumption of water is not expected to be significant. For diesel engines, assuming a
water/fuel ration of 0.5 pounds of water per pound of diesel fuel and operation at 50 percent of
capacity, water usage will be about two gallons per hour or 20,000 gallons per year for a
200 horsepower engine. For a 2,000 horsepower engine operated at 50 percent capacity, water
usage will be about 20 gallons per hour or 200,000 gallons per year.

F. Energy Impacts

Controls used to meet the NOx limitsin this proposed determination are not expected to
have a significant impact on energy usage. In many instances, controls may increase fuel
consumption by afew percent, but there may be a net fuel savingsin other instances. For
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example, if aNOx limit is met by replacing arich-burn engine with a new, low NOXx lean-burn
engine, fuel consumption will decrease by about five to eight percent.
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XI. OTHER ISSUES
A. Effect of ARB and U.S. EPA Regulations

The districts in California have primary jurisdiction over stationary sources. Thus,
districts have the authority to adopt rules and regulations controlling emissions from I1C engines
that are stationary sources. The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has
statutory authority to control emissions from engines that are not stationary sources, such as
motor vehicles. In many cases, this authority is delegated to the State of California (ARB). In
addition, severa sections of the Health and Safety Code either alow or require the ARB to
control nonvehicular engines.

1. ARB IC Engine Regulations

There are two major provisionsin State law allowing or requiring the ARB to control
nonvehicular IC engines. The first of these, Section 43013 of the Health and Safety Code, grants
the ARB authority to adopt standards and regulations for awide variety of nonvehicular engines.
These include off-highway motorcycles, off-highway vehicles, construction equipment, farm
equipment, utility engines, locomotives, and marine vessels. Regulations have been adopted for
severa engine categories under Section 43013. Some of these engines could be used in
applications where the engines are considered to be stationary sources. In such situations, the
ARB has determined that it holds concurrent jurisdiction with the districts, and the engine must
meet both the ARB and district rules and regulations. The ARB requirements do not conflict with
or constrain district jurisdiction over stationary source engines.

The second major provision in State law regarding ARB jurisdiction over nonvehicular IC
engines can be found in Health and Safety Code Sections 41750 through 41755. These sections
require the ARB to develop uniform statewide regulations for the registration and control of
portable engines. Regulations were adopted March 27, 1997, and became effective September
17, 1997.

In districts that have never regulated portable engines, an engine owner or operator may
choose comply with the ARB registration and control program, but such compliance is not
mandatory. In districts that regulate portable engines, the engine owner or operator must comply
with either the district regulations or the ARB program. If adistrict has the authority to regulate
portable engines and has regulated them in the past, but has since rescinded these regulations,
compliance with the ARB program is mandatory.
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By complying with the ARB program, the owner or operator of a portable engine
becomes exempt from all district regulations. To conform to State law, this proposed
determination exempts engines that have registered under requirements adopted by the ARB on
March 27, 1997. These requirements can be found in Sections 2450 through 2465, Article 5,
Title 13, Cdlifornia Code of Regulations.

A potentia conflict exists between State and federal requirements for portable equipment
used at amajor stationary source. The U.S. EPA requires districts to issue federal Title V permits
to sources that are considered major stationary sources by the U.S. EPA. Currently, it isthe U.S.
EPA's policy to include al portable equipment in Title V permits. Thisinclusion constitutes
regulation of portable equipment by the district. In an attempt to resolve this conflict, Title V
permit holders are prohibited from registering portable equipment under the State program. The
ARB isworking with the U.S. EPA to assure that this conflict is resolved.

2. U.S. EPA IC Engine Regulations

A district’ s ability to control stationary |C engines may be affected by federal regulations
for nonroad engines. Effective July 18, 1994, the U.S. EPA adopted 40 CFR Part 89-- Control of
Emissions from New and In-use Nonroad Engines. As part of this rulemaking, a definition of
nonroad equipment was adopted which distinguishes between stationary and nonroad sources.
Nonroad engines are engines not used for self propulsion of motor vehicles and not permanently
attached to a foundation. However, if such an engine operates at one location for more than
12 months (or, for a seasonal source, the duration of the season), it is considered a stationary
source. On the other hand, if the engine moves within 12 months (or, for a seasona source,
during the season), even if the move is within the boundary of the same stationary source, the
engine may be considered to be a nonroad engine. 40 CFR Part 89 should be consulted for a
more detailed explanation of the definition of nonroad engine

Although under U.S. EPA definitions a nonroad engine cannot be a stationary source,
some districts have definitions that differ from the U.S. EPA definitions, and may consider a
nonroad engine to be a stationary source in certain circumstances.

This overlap in stationary source and nonroad engine isimportant, since
section 209 (e) (1) of the federal Clean Air Act amendments of 1990 preempts states and local
agencies from adopting or attempting to enforce standards or other requirements for new nonroad
engines smaller than 175 horsepower used either in construction or farming. Section 209 (e) (2)
allows delegation to California the control of most other nonroad engines.
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Under the delegation provisions, the ARB has adopted emission limits for some categories
of nonroad engines, and will continue to request delegation and adopt emission standards for
other categories of nonroad engines. ARB’sinterpretation of the federal Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990 is that the U.S. EPA preempts districts from requiring controls on all new
nonroad engines. However, districts can still permit and register these engines, and can regulate
their operation (e.g., place limits on fuel consumption or hours of operation).

According to the U.S. EPA, nonroad engines built prior to a date to be specified shall not
be considered new. Thisdate is expected to be November 15, 1990. In addition, at some point in
the life of a new nonroad engine, it will no longer be considered new and the preemption
provisions will no longer hold. Provisions found in 40 CFR Part 89 indicate a new nonroad
engine is no longer considered new after it has been sold to the ultimate user (i.e., a party who
will operate the engine) or has been placed into operation. However, if astate or local agency
were to require the retrofit of controls on engines that have just been sold to the ultimate user or
just placed into operation, this would be considered circumvention of the preemption provisions
and would not be allowed by the U.S. EPA. On the other hand, at some point in the new engine's
life, the engineis no longer new, and states and local agencies can require further controls. The
U.S. EPA hasyet to clearly define when states and districts can require further controls.

Some of the provisionsin the U.S. EPA nonroad engine regulations have created
controversy, and industry has challenged these provisionsin court. Depending on how these
issues are resolved, the U.S. EPA may have to change or clarify some of the above described
nonroad engine provisions.

Due to the U.S. EPA preemption provisions, the proposed determination exempts from
rule requirements engines that meet the U.S. EPA definition for new nonroad engines.

B. Emissions of Hazardous Air Pollutants/Toxic Air Contaminants by 1C Engines
1. Hazardous Air Pollutants/Toxic Air Contaminants Emitted

Fuels used in stationary 1C engines and exhaust gases from these engines contain toxic
substances. These substances are labeled hazardous air pollutants (HAPS) by the U.S. EPA and
toxic air contaminants (TACs) by the ARB. A TAC isdefined in the Health and Safety Code as
an air pollutant which may cause or contribute to an increase in mortality or in serious illness, or
which may pose a present or potential hazard to human health. In April 1993, the ARB identified
all HAPs isted in subsection (b) of Section 112 of the federal Clean Air Act as TACs. Toxic
substances differ from traditional pollutants such as NOx, CO, SOx, and particul ate matter
because there are alarge number of substances that are potentially toxic and there is often no
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identified threshold or safe levels for many toxics. In addition, toxic substances tend to be emitted
in much lower amounts than traditiona pollutants, but their toxicity tends to be much greater.

Emissions of toxic substances from the exhaust of natural gas-fired engines are the result
of incomplete combustion. These toxic substances include: propylene, formaldehyde, polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHS), acetaldehyde, acrolein, benzene, ethyl benzene, toluene, and
xylenes. The toxic substances having the highest mass emissions are generally formaldehyde,
propylene, and benzene.

Emissions of toxic substances from the exhaust of diesel-fired engines are aso the result of
incomplete combustion. These toxic substances include: propylene, formaldehyde, PAHS,
acetaldehyde, acrolein, benzene, xylenes, toluene, and naphthalene.

In addition, data exist indicating the exhaust from diesel enginesis a potentia carcinogen.
Diesdl exhaust is composed of the toxic substances listed previously and fine particulate matter,
and the interaction of these componentsis of concern. Diesel exhaust is listed as a substance
subject to Proposition 65 notification requirements. Diesel exhaust is currently under evaluation
by the ARB for listingasa TAC.

2. U.S. EPA Requirements

The U.S. EPA regulation of HAPs is authorized in Section 112 of the federa
Clean Air Act. Specifically, Section 112(d) requires the U.S. EPA to promulgate emission
standards for certain categories of HAPs. These standards must represent the application of the
maximum achievable control technology (MACT). Categories subject to MACT include major
sources and other sources found to warrant regulation. A major source is defined as a source that
has the potential to emit 10 tons or more per year of any HAP or 25 tons or more per year of any
combination of HAPs. Lesser quantities or different criteria can be established based on the
potency of the HAP or other relevant factors.

The U.S. EPA has developed the Industrial Combustion Coordinated Rulemaking (ICCR)
process to develop MACT standards for combustion sources. This process, started in 1996,
gathers representatives of industry, environmental groups, and state and local regulatory agencies
together to develop MACT standards for industrial and commercia heaters, boilers, and steam
generators, gas turbines, and IC engines. The process is expected to take four years, and thus
MACT standards for IC engines will not be promulgated until the year 2000.

3. State and District Requirements
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The State and districts have had, for a number of decades, the authority to control air
toxics if they pose a health hazard. However, the formal framework for setting emission limits for
air toxics was not present until adoption of the Toxic Air Contaminant Identification and Control
Act (AB 1807) in 1983. In 1987, passage of the Air Toxics "Hot Spots' Information and
Assessment Act (AB 2588) expanded the role of the ARB and districts by requiring a statewide
air toxics inventory and assessment, and notification of local residents of significant risk from
nearby sources of air toxics. 1n 1992, SB 1731 required owners of certain significant risk facilities
identified under AB 2588 to reduce the risk below the level of significance.

Cdlifornia has also taken action to reduce emissions of air toxics from on-road vehicles by
the adoption of regulations requiring the production and use of cleaner burning diesel and gasoline
fuels. When these fuels are used in stationary |C engines, emissions of toxic substances tend to be
lower than when conventional diesel and gasoline are used. For gasoline engines, this reduction in
toxicity is estimated to be about 30 to 40 percent. However, for diesel engines this reduction has
not been quantified, as the interaction between gaseous and particulate matter constituents of
diesel exhaust and the effect this interaction may have on human exposure is not well understood.
The switch to Californiadiesd fuel in 1993 resulted in an 82 percent reduction in sulfur dioxide
emissions, a 25 percent reduction in particul ate matter, and a 7 percent reduction in oxides of
nitrogen emissions. In addition, many of the toxic substances found in diesel fuel are aromatics,
and the diesel fuel specifications require the aromatics content of diesel fuel to be reduced to 10
percent, compared to a content of approximately 30 percent content prior to 1993. However,
small refiners are allowed to have an aromatics content of 20 percent, and
larger refiners are allowed to use aternative formulations that result in the same emissions of
criteria pollutants. These alternative formulations typically contain greater amounts of aromatics.

4, Emission Rates of HAPS/'TACs

A number of sources are available for estimating the emission rates for HAPs and TACs
from I1C engines. Using the emission factor recommended in the CAPCOA AB 2588 Risk
Assessment Guidelines, the 10 tons per year magjor source threshold may be exceeded if afacility
has natural gas-fired engines with a combined rating exceeding about 8,000 horsepower. If this
major source threshold is exceeded, the engine is subject to federal MACT standards. More
recent source testing of engines using natural gas, landfill gas, or field gas indicates the
10 tons per year threshold may be exceeded if afacility has engines with a combined rating as low
as 4,000 horsepower. Thisisaworse plausible case, though, as these tests also indicate some
facilities may not exceed 10 tons until the combined horsepower rating is as high as

200,000. These data demonstrate that emission rates of HAPs can vary greatly, depending on the
type of gaseous fuel, and the design and operating parameters of each individual engine.
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For diesel engines, the AB 2588 emission factors indicate the 10 tons per year major
source threshold is not exceeded until afacility has engines with a combined rating of about
25,000 horsepower. More recent source testing of diesel enginesindicates 10 tons may be
exceeded if afacility has engines with a combined rating as low as 300 horsepower. These tests
also indicate that some facilities with a combined horsepower rating as high as 5,000 may not
exceed the threshold of 10 tons. These data demonstrate that emission rates of HAPs can vary
greatly, depending on the design and operating parameters of the diesel engine.

5. Control of HAPS/TACs
a Gaseous Fuel-Fired I1C Engines

The toxic substances of most concern emitted from stationary engines burning gaseous
fuelsare VOCs. These VOCs are the result of incomplete combustion, and can be reduced by
methods that either improve combustion inside the engine or destroy VOCs in the exhaust. The
VOC emission limits found in this proposed determination will help limit emissions of toxic
compounds that are also VOCs.

One of the more popular and effective VOC exhaust control methods for IC enginesisthe
oxidation catalyst. Oxidation catalysts have been shown to reduce VOC emissions by over
90 percent for natural gas-fired engines. Reductions in toxic substances are not well documented
for oxidation catalysts, but it is believed the percentage reduction for VOCsis similar to the
percentage reduction for toxic substances that are also VOCs.

Engine modifications that promote complete combustion will reduce emissions of VOCs,
thereby also reducing emissions of toxic substances that are VOCs. These engine modifications
for natural gas-fired engines include operation of the engine with alean (but not excessively lean)
air/fue ratio, and the use of improved ignition systems. However, operating an engine dlightly
lean will tend to maximize NOx emissions.

Emissions of particulate matter are generally very low for a properly operating spark-
ignited engine. Particulate matter emissions from spark-ignited engines can be minimized by
assuring that the air/fud ratio is not overly rich and the fuel islow in sulfur content. Commercial
natura gas, commercia LPG, and California cleaner burning gasoline are all extremely low in

sulfur. For fuels high in sulfur such as waste gases, emissions of particulate matter can be
minimized by scrubbing the sulfur from the fuel before it is introduced into the engine.
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b. Diesdl-Fired Engines

The toxic substances of most concern from diesel engines are VOCs and particul ate
matter. Controls that reduce VOCs or particulate matter emissions will also tend to reduce
emissions of toxic substances. Several different types of controls can be used to reduce emissions
of toxics. These include cleaner fuels, combustion modifications, and exhaust controls.
Particulate matter emissions can be reduced by about 25 percent by using California diesel fuel,
which has alower sulfur and aromatics content than other diesel fuels. Engine modifications that
can reduce both VOC emissions and particulate matter emissions include the use of
turbocharging, ceramic coatings, replacement of worn fuel injectors, use of improved injectors,
installation of equipment that limits power output, and installation of equipment that limits fuel
injected during rapid engine acceleration.

Exhaust controls that reduce emissions of toxics from diesel engines include catalysts and
particulate traps. Oxidation catalysts reduce VOC emissions typically by 30 to 80 percent and
particulate matter emissions typically by 40 to 50 percent. Recent data also shows selective
catalytic reduction (SCR) systems a so reduce emissions of VOCs and toxics.

Particulate traps on diesel engines can reduce particulate matter emissions by over
90 percent, and also tend to reduce VOC emissions. These traps must be regenerated
periodically, generally by thermal destruction of the collected particulate matter. Most of the
particulate matter is composed of carbon and hydrocarbons, and during thermal destruction these
substances are converted into carbon dioxide and water vapor.

Particulate traps are still in the development stage. The first generation of traps used
electric heaters to regenerate the trap. These first generation traps were expensive, complex, and
ineffective if poorly maintained. Alternativesto electric heating are being pursued. These
aternatives either reduce the temperature needed to regenerate the trap or increase the
temperature at the trap. Temperature reduction options include the use of a catalytic combustor
in front of or on the filter, and the use of fuel additives. As an added benefit, use of a catalytic
combustor reduces CO and VOC emissions. There are over 30 engines equipped with particulate
traps in Europe that have operated for over four years. All of these systems use a fuel burner for
regeneration. Cost istypically $30 to $50 per horsepower.

One NOx reduction method for diesel engines, cyanuric acid, aso reduces particulate
matter and VOC emissions substantially. The proponent for this control method has performed

tests that reportedly show the toxicity of diesel exhaust is substantially reduced by the use of this
method.
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It should also be noted that some NOXx control methods such as injection timing retard and
exhaust gas recirculation tend to increase particulate matter emissions. Thus, these methods may
increase emissions of toxic substances. Consideration should be given to these potential
increases in emissions when applying controls for NOx.
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PROPOSED DETERMINATION OF REASONABLY AVAILABLE CONTROL
TECHNOLOGY AND BEST AVAILABLE RETROFIT CONTROL TECHNOLOGY FOR

STATIONARY INTERNAL COMBUSTION ENGINES

Applicability

Except as provided in Section 1V. (Exemptions), the provisions of this proposed
determination are applicable to all stationary internal combustion engines with a current or past
rating of 50 brake horsepower or greater, or a maximum fuel consumption of :

0.37 million BTUs per hour or greater for turbocharged or supercharged diesel engines;
0.39 million BTUs per hour or greater for naturally aspirated diesel engines;
0.52 million BTUs per hour or greater for spark ignited engines.

[Note: The proposed deter mination exempts enginesused in agricultural operations. This
conformsto existing district rules, which also exempt agricultural engines. Health and
Safety Code Section 42310(e) prohibitsdistricts from requiring permitsfor agricultural
engines. Thisprohibition does not preclude districts from controlling agricultural engines.]

. Definitions
A. ANNUAL means any consecutive twelve month period.
B. CALENDAR YEAR means the time period from January 1 through December 31.
C DIESEL ENGINE meansaliquid or dua (liquid and gaseous) fueled engine

designed to ignite its air/fuel mixture through the high temperatures generated by
compression.

DISASTER OR STATE OF EMERGENCY means afire, flood, earthquake, or
other similar natural catastrophe.

DISTRIBUTED GENERATION refers to one or more |C engines used to
generate electrical power that is either fed into the electric utility power grid or
displaces power distributed by the electric utility. Distributed generation also refers
to amechanica drive system consisting of one or more IC engines and electric
motors, where use of the IC engines or electric motors is interchangeable.
EMERGENCY STANDBY ENGINE is an engine which operates as a
temporary replacement for primary mechanical or electrical power during an
unscheduled outage. An engine shall not be considered to be an emergency
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standby engine if it is used for purposes other than: periodic maintenance,
periodic readiness testing, unscheduled outages, or to supply power while

maintenance is performed or repairs are made to the primary power supply.
ENGINE is any spark- or compression-ignited reciprocating internal combustion

engine.

EXEMPT COMPOUNDS means carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide,
carbonic acid, metallic carbides or carbonates, ammonium carbonate, and the
following compounds:

(1)

methane,
methylene chloride (dichloromethane),
1,1,1-trichloroethane (methyl chloroform),
trichlorofluoromethane (CFC-11),
dichlorodifluoromethane (CFC-12),
1,1,2-trichloro-1,,2,2-trifluoroethane (CFC-113),
1,2-dichloro-1,1,2,2-tetrafluoroethane (CFC)-114,
chloropentafluoroethane (CFC-115),
chlorodifluoromethane (HCFC-22),
1,1,1-trifluor-2,2-dichloroethane (HCFC-123),
1,1-dichloro-1-fluoroethane (HCFC-141b),
1-chloro-1,1-difluoroethane (HCFC-142b),
2-chloro-1,1,1,2-tetrafluoroethane (HCFC-124),
trifluoromethane (HFC-23),
1,1,2,2-tetrafluorethane (HFC-134),
1,1,1,2-tetrafluoroethane (HFC-134a),
pentafluorethane (HFC-125),
1,1,1-trifluoroethane (HFC-143a),
1,1-difluoroethane (HFC-152a),
cyclic, branched, or linear completely methylated siloxanes,
the following classes of perfluorocarbons:
@ cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated alkanes,
(b) cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated ethers
with no unsaturations;
(c) cyclic, branched, or linear, completely fluorinated tertiary
amines with no unsaturations; and
(d) sulfur-containing perfluorocarbons with no unsaturations
and with the sulfur bonds to carbon and fluorine, and
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2 The following low-reactive organic compounds which have been exempted
by the U.S. EPA:
acetone
ethane
parachlorobenzotrifluoride (1-chloro-4-trifluoromethyl benzene).

Methylated siloxanes and perfluorocarbon compounds shall be assumed to be
absent from a product or process unless a manufacturer or facility operator
identifies the specific individua compounds (from the broad classes of
methylated siloxanes and perfluorocarbon compounds) and the amounts present
in the product or process and provides a validated test method which can

be used to quantify the specific compounds.

EXHAUST CONTROLS are devices or techniques used to treat an engine's
exhaust to reduce emissions, and include (but are not limited) to catalysts,
afterburners, reaction chambers, and chemical injectors.

FACILITY isone or more parcels of land in physical contact, or separated solely
by a public roadway:

@D all of which are under the same ownership or operation, or which are owned
or operated by entities which are under common control; and

2 belong to the same industrial grouping, either by virtue of falling within the
same two-digit standard industrial classification code or are part of a
common industrial process, manufacturing process, or connected process
involving a common raw material; and

3 upon which one or more stationary engines operate.

HIGH FUEL CONSUMPTION means. (1) for a spark-ignited engine, the

consumption of 180 million BTUs or more of fuel per calendar year; (2) for a

diesal engine, the consumption of 25,000 gallons or more of diesel per calendar

year; (3) for adual fuel engine, the consumption of 3,400 million BTUs or more of

total fuel per calendar year. Diesel enginesin crane applications shall not be

considered high fuel consumption engines.

LEAN-BURN means a spark-ignited engine whose manufacturer's recommended

operating specifications result in exhaust containing at least four percent oxygen

by volume as it exits the combustion chamber.

LOW FUEL CONSUMPTION means. (1) for a spark-ignited engine, the

consumption of less than 180 million BTUs of fuel per calendar year; (2) for a

diesdl engine, the consumption of less than 25,000 gallons of diesel per calendar

year, or the application of the enginein acrane; (3) for adual fuel engine, the
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consumption of less than 3,400 million BTUs of total fuel per caendar year.
NEW NONROAD ENGINE means a new nonroad engine as defined by the

U.S. EPA in 40 CFR Part 89, Subpart A, Section 89.2.

PPMYV is parts per million by volume at dry conditions.

RATED BRAKE HORSEPOWER (bhp) of an engine is the maximum
continuous rating for that engine specified by the manufacturer, based on

SAE test 1349 or asimilar standard, without taking into account any deratings.
RICH-BURN means a spark-ignited engine whose manufacturer's recommended
operating specifications result in exhaust containing less than four percent oxygen
by volume as it exits the combustion chamber.

STATIONARY INTERNAL COMBUSTION ENGINE is an engine which is not
self propelled and is operated at a single facility.

VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUND (VOC) is any compound containing at
least one atom of carbon, except exempt compounds.

WASTE GAS s any gaseous fuel composed primarily of landfill gas, sewage
treatment digester gas, or a combination of the two.
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[1. Requirements
RACT:

A. Emissions, corrected to 15 percent oxygen on adry basis and averaged over
15 minutes, shall not exceed the following limits for the appropriate engine type:

Engine Type % Control  or PPMV at 15% O,*

NOx NOx VOC CO
Spark-I1gnited Engines
-Low Fuel Consumption

All Fuels 350 750 4500
-High Fuel Consumption
Rich-Burn 90 50 250 4500
Lean-Burn 80 125 750 4500
Diesel Engines 350 750 4500

* For NOx, either the percent control or the ppmv limit must be met by each
engine. The percent control option applies only if a percentage is listed, and applies
only to engines using exhaust controls. The percent control shall be determined by
measuring concurrently the NOx concentration upstream and downstream from the
exhaust control. The ppmv limits for VOC and CO apply to all engines.
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BARCT:

B. Emissions, corrected to 15 percent oxygen on adry basis and averaged over
15 minutes, shall not exceed the following limits for the appropriate engine type:

Engine Type % Control or PPMV at 15% O,*
NOx NOx VOC CO
Spark-Ignited Engines
-Low Fuel Consumption 350 750 4500
-High Fuel Consumption
Rich-Burn, Waste Gas Fueled 90 50 250 4500
Rich-Burn, All Other Fuels 96 25 250 4500
Lean-Burn 90 65 750 4500
Diesel Engines
-Low Fuel Consumption 350 750 4500
-High Fuel Consumption 90 80 750 4500

* For NOx, either the percent control or the ppmv limit must be met by each
engine. The percent control option applies only if a percentage is listed, and applies
only to engines using exhaust controls. The percent control shall be determined by
measuring concurrently the NOx concentration upstream and downstream from the
exhaust control. The ppmv limits for VOC and CO apply to all engines.

V.  Exemptions
A. The provisions of thisrule shall not apply to:

(@D The operation of any engine while being used to preserve or protect
property, human life, or public health during the existence of a disaster or
state of emergency, such as afire or flood.

2 Engines used directly and exclusively by the owner or operator for
agricultural operations necessary for the growing of crops or raising of fowl
or animals.

3 Engines registered under the Statewide Portable Equipment Registration

Program pursuant to Sections 2450-2465, Articles 5, Title 13, California

Code of Regulations.
4 New nonroad engines.
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The provisions of thisrule, except for Section VI1.B.(2), shall not apply to:

(1)

(2)

Engines that are not used to generate electrical power or whose operation
do not reduce power purchased by afacility, provided total annual hours of
operation do not exceed 100 hours as determined by a nonresettable el apsed
operating time meter; or

Emergency standby engines that, excluding periods of operation during
unscheduled power outages, do not exceed 100 hours of operation annually
as determined by a nonresettable elapsed operating time meter.

V. Compliance Schedule

The owner or operator of one or more stationary internal combustion engines shall
comply with the applicable parts of Sections|1l. and VII. of this rule in accordance with
the following schedule:

A.

For each engine to be permanently removed from service and not replaced by
another 1C engine:

(1)
(2)

by (6 months after adoption date), submit a statement to the Air Pollution
Control Officer identifying the engine to be removed,
by (3 years after adoption date), remove or replace the engine.

For low fuel consumption engines and diesal engines (low fuel consumption diesel
engines only in the case of BARCT requirements):

(1)
(2)

3)

by (6 months after adoption date), submit an emission control plan for
Air Pollution Control Officer approval;

by (9 months after adoption date), receive approval from the

Air Pollution Control Officer for the emission control plan;

by (1 year after adoption date), have engines under compliance in
accordance with an approved emissions control plan.

For all other engines subject to thisrule:

(1)

(2)

by (6 months after adoption date), submit an emission control plan for
Air Pollution Control Officer approval;

by (9 months after adoption date), receive approval from the
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Air Pollution Control Officer for the emission control plan;

by (1 year after adoption date), have all required applications for permits to
construct submitted and deemed complete by the Air Pollution Control
Officer;

by (2 years after adoption date), have engines and stack modifications,
including applicable monitoring systems, under compliance in accordance
with an approved emission control plan.

A. Oxygen content, oxides of nitrogen emissions, and carbon monoxide emissions
for compliance source tests shall be determined by using ARB Method 100.

B. Volatile organic compound emissions for compliance source tests shall be
determined by using ARB Method 422.

VII. Administrative

A. Emission Control Plan

The owner or operator of a stationary internal combustion engine subject to both
Sections 111 and V.B. of thisrule shall submit an emissions control plan to the
Air Pollution Control Officer for approval.

(1)

The plan shall describe al actions, including a schedule of increments of

progress, which will be taken to meet the applicable emissions limitationsin

Section 111. and the compliance schedule in Section V.B. Such plan shall

also contain the following information for each engine where applicable:

€) district permit or identification number,

(b) name of engine manufacturer,

(©) model designation,

(d) rated brake horsepower,

(e) engine type and fuel type (e.g., natural gas-fired rich-burn),

H total hours of operation in the previous one-year period, including
typical daily operating schedule.

(9) fuel consumption (cubic feet of gas or gallons of liquid) for the
previous one year period,

(h) stack modifications to facilitate continuous in-stack monitoring
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and source testing,
0] type of controls to be applied, including in-stack monitoring
specifications.
0 the applicable emission limits, and
(k) documentation showing existing emissions of NOx, VOC, and CO.
2 The emission control plan shall include an inspection and monitoring (1&M)
plan. Thel&M plan shall include procedures requiring the owner or
operator to establish ranges for control equipment parameters, engine
operating parameters, and engine exhaust oxygen concentrations that source
testing has shown result in pollutant concentrations within the rule limits.
The ingpection and monitoring plan shall include periodic emissions checks
by a procedure specified by the Air Pollution Control Officer. All
inspections and monitoring shall take place in conformance with a regular
ingpection schedule listed in the I&M plan. The &M plan shall also include
preventive and corrective maintenance procedures. Before any change in
operations can be implemented, the &M plan must be revised as necessary,
and the revised plan must be submitted to and approved by the Air Pollution
Control Officer.

B. Continuous Monitoring and Recordkeeping

@ The owner or operator of one or more stationary internal combustion
engines subject to both Sections 111 and V.B. of this rule shall meet the
following requirements:

@ For each stationary internal combustion engine with a rated brake
horsepower of 1,000 or greater and which is permitted to operate
more than 2,000 hours per calendar year, the owner or operator
shall install, operate, and maintain in calibration a continuous NOXx
and O, monitoring system, as approved by the Air Pollution
Control Officer, to demonstrate compliance with the emissions limits
of thisrule. This system shall determine and record exhaust gas
NOx and O, concentrations in ppmv, corrected to 15 percent
oxygen. Continuous emissions monitors shall meet the applicable
federal requirements described in 40 CFR Part 60. These include the
performance specifications found in Appendix B,

Specification 2, the quality assurance requirements found in
Appendix F, and the reporting requirements of Parts 60.7(c),
60.7(d), and 60.13.
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(b) Data collected through the 1&M plan described in Section VII1.A.(2)
shall bein aform approved by the Air Pollution Control Officer, and
shall have retrieval capabilities as approved by the Air Pollution
Control Officer. The monitoring system described in Section
V11.B.(1) shal have data gathering and retrieval capability approved
by the Air Pollution Control Officer. All data collected pursuant to
the requirements of Section VI1.A.(2) and VI1.B.(1) shall be
maintained for at least two years and made available for inspection
by the Air Pollution Control Officer or the Officer's designee.

(c) The owner or operator shall arrange for and assure that an
emissions source test is performed on each stationary interna
combustion engine at least once every 8,760 hours of operation or
every 24 months, whichever is the shorter time period. In addition,
the owner or operator shall arrange for and assure that an initial
emissions source test is performed on each stationary interna
combustion engine to verify compliance with Section I11. by the
date specified in Section V.B.(4). Prior to any source test required
by thisrule, a source test protocol shall be prepared and submitted
to the Air Pollution Control Officer. In addition to other
information, the source test protocol shall describe which critical
parameters will be measured, and how the appropriate range for
these parameters shall be established and incorporated into the
&M plan described in Section VI1.A.(2). The source test protocol
shall be approved by the Air Pollution Control Officer prior to any
testing. VOC shall be reported as methane. VOC, NOx, and CO
concentrations shall be reported in ppmv, corrected to 15 percent
oxygen. For engines using exhaust controls, NOx shall also be
reported as a percent reduction across the control device.

Any engine subject to this rule shall be required to install a nonresettable

fuel meter and a nonresettabl e elapsed operating time meter. The owner or

operator shall assure that these required meters are maintained in proper
operating condition, and shall maintain an engine operating log that

includes, on amonthly basis, the total hours of operation and type (e.g,

natural gas, diesel) and quantity of fuel used. For emergency standby

engines, the hours of operation during unscheduled power outages shall also
be reported. Thisinformation shall be available for inspection at any time,
and shall be submitted to the Air Pollution Control Officer at the end of
each calendar year in a manner and form approved by the Air Pollution

Control Officer.
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APPENDIX B

DESCRIPTION OF IC ENGINE CONTROLS
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Combustion of fossil fuels resultsin emissions of criteria pollutants and their precursors
(i.e.,, NOx, CO, particulate matter, VOC, and sulfur oxides (SOx)). Controlsfor one pollutant
sometimes increases the emissions of one or more other pollutants. If this occurs, controls can
often be used for these other pollutants which will fully mitigate the increase. SOx is generally
controlled by limiting the sulfur content of the fuel and is not discussed further in this proposed
determination, except as it affects emissions of other pollutants.

The following discussion of controls emphasizes the control of NOx. NOx emissions from
stationary engines are generally far greater than for other pollutants.

NOKx is generated in internal combustion engines amost exclusively from the oxidation of
nitrogen in the air (thermal NOx) and from the oxidation of fuel-bound nitrogen (fuel NOx). The
generation of fuel NOx varies with the nitrogen content of the fuel and the air/fuel ratio. The
generation of thermal NOx varies with the air/fuel ratio, flame temperature, and residence time.
Most fuels used in IC engines have relatively low fuel-bound nitrogen, so the principal NOx
generation mechanism is thermal NOx. Even in cases where a high nitrogen content fuel such as
crude oil or residual fuel oil is used, thermal NOx generation is generally far greater than fuel NOx
generation due to the high combustion temperatures present.

There are probably more different types of controls available to reduce NOx from IC
engines than for any other type of NOx source. These controls can be placed into one of three
general categories. combustion modifications, fuel switching, and post combustion controls.
These controls are discussed in the following sections.

A. Combustion Modifications

Combustion modifications can reduce NOx formation by using techniques that change the
air/fuel mixture, reduce peak temperatures, or shorten the residence time at high temperatures.
The most frequently used combustion modifications include retarding the injection or ignition
timing, leaning the air/fuel ratio, adding a turbocharger and aftercooler, and adding exhaust gas
recirculation.

Emissions of CO, particulate matter, and VOC are generally the result of incomplete
combustion. They can be controlled by combustion modifications that increase oxygen,
temperature, residence time at high temperatures, and the mixing of air and fuel. Note, however,
that many of these modifications tend to increase NOx emissions. Care must be taken when
applying these modifications to assure that reductions in one pollutant do not result in an
unacceptable increase in other pollutants. These pollutants can aso be controlled by post
combustion controls such as oxidation catalysts and particulate traps.
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1. Injection Timing Retard

Applicability: This technique can be used on most compression-ignited (Cl) engines. It
has been used extensively on a number of engine makes and models.

Principle: In ClI engines, maximum efficiency and power output occur when fuel isinjected
just before the combustion air is fully compressed. If the injection can be delayed (i.e., retarded)
dightly, more of the combustion will take place as the piston begins its downward movement,
which reduces both the magnitude and duration of peak temperatures.

Typical Effectiveness: 15 to 30 percent NOx reduction for a4 degree retard on direct
injection engines; one percent NOx reduction per degree of retard on indirect injection engines.

Limitations: If timing is retarded much beyond about four degrees of crankshaft rotation
from manufacturer's specifications, operational problems can occur. These problemsinclude
decreased power, poorer fuel economy and throttle response, and increased emissions of
particulate matter, CO, and VOC. This technigue cannot be used on all Cl engines. On some
engines injection timing is not adjustable. On other engines, any timing retard may result in
operationa problems such as excessive smoke. Lack of adjustment and smoking problems are
more prevaent for older and naturally aspirated diesel engines. Smoking problems are generally
most severe when the throttle is opened rapidly. This problem can be minimized by adding a
throttle delay mechanism. For some turbocharged engines, the exhaust turbine may require
rematching when timing is retarded. However, for most engines, retarding the injection timing
four degreesis arelatively simple process that will not result in any significantly adverse effects.
Exhaust temperatures increase when injection is retarded, which can cause exhaust valves to wear
excessively.

Other Effects. Fuel consumption increases by about one percent per degree of retard.
Emissions of pollutants other than NOx tend to increase when injection timing is retarded,
especialy particulate matter emissions. However, at 4 degrees of retard, these emissions increases
are negligible for most engines.

Costs. Compared to other methods, injection timing retard has low capital and operating
costs. In most cases, the timing change can be performed by a mechanic within afew hoursfor a
cost that does not exceed $300. Operating costs are generally limited to increased fuel
consumption. If athrottle delay mechanism is needed, costs of installation varies with the age of
the engine, with older engines costing more than newer ones. Costs for installing athrottle delay
mechanism are typically $350 to $400 for most Detroit Diesel engines.
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2. lgnition Timing Retard

Applicability: This technique can be used on all spark-ignited (Sl) engines. The technique
has been widely used on motor vehicle engines, but is less popular on stationary source engines.

Principle: Thistechniqueis essentially identical to injection timing retard, except it applies
to Sl engines rather than CI engines. Theignition isretarded in S| engines by delaying the
electrical pulseto the spark plug. Asaresult, the spark plug fires later, resulting in more of the
combustion taking place as the piston begins its downward movement. This reduces both the
magnitude and duration of peak temperatures.

Typical Effectiveness. In generd, ignition timing retard is less effective than injection
timing retard. Thus, NOx reductions for ignition timing retard are less than the typica range of 15
to 30 percent for injection timing retard.

Limitations. Sl engines are more sensitive than Cl engines to operational problems
associated with timing retard, and Sl engines with excessive retard tend to misfire and exhibit poor
transient performance.

Other Effects. The effects of ignition timing retard are similar to injection timing retard.
Ignition timing retard will result in greater fuel consumption and higher exhaust temperatures,
which could cause excessive exhaust valve wear. The maximum power output of the engine is also
reduced, but this reduction is generally minor.

Costs: This method has relatively low capital and operating costs. The cost of adjusting
timing to retard the ignition should be less than the corresponding procedure (injection timing
retard) on a Cl engine.

3. Air/Fud Ratio Changes

Applicability: This technique can be used on all spark-ignited (SI) engines, and has been
used extensively on awide variety of engines.

Principle: NOx formation is a strong function of the air/fuel ratio. Emissions of CO and
VOC are aso strong functions of the air/fuel ratio. Stoichiometry is achieved when the air/fuel
ratio is such that all the fuel can be fully oxidized with no residual oxygen remaining. NOx
formation is highest when the air/fuel ratio is dightly on the lean side of stoichiometric (see Figure
4). At this point, both CO and VOC arerelatively low. Adjusting the air/fuel ratio toward either
leaner or richer mixtures from the peak NOx formation air/fuel ratio will reduce NOx formation.
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In the case of leaner mixtures, the excess air acts as a heat sink, reducing peak temperatures, which
results in reduced NOx formation. The excess air also allows more oxygen to come into contact
with the fuel, which promotes complete combustion and reduces VOC and CO emissions. Asthe
mixture continues to be leaned out, the reduced temperatures may result in adight increasein CO
and VOC emissions. For extremely lean mixtures, misfiring will occur, which increases VOC
emissions dramatically.

Operating the engine on the lean side of the NOx formation peak is often preferred over
operating rich because of increased fuel efficiencies associated with lean operation. When
adjusting the air/fuel ratio, once an engineis leaned beyond the peak NOx air/fuel ratio, thereis
approximately a 5% decrease in NOx for a 1% increase in intake air. However, this rate of
decrease in NOx becomes smaller as the mixture becomes leaner. Leaning the mixture beyond the
optimal air/fuel ratio associated with peak fuel efficiency will result in increased fuel consumption.
Compared to the most efficient air/fuel ratio, thereisafuel consumption penalty of about 3 percent
when an engine is leaned sufficiently to reduce NOx by 50 percent. Fuel consumption increases
exponentidly if the mixture isleaned further.

NOx formation will also decrease if the mixture is richened from the peak NOx air/fuel
ratio. However, the effect on NOx is generally not as great as that associated with leaning the
mixture. With richer mixtures, the available oxygen preferentially combines with the fuel to form
carbon dioxide (CO,) and water (H,O), leaving less oxygen available to combine with nitrogen to
form NOx. A mixture richer than stoichiometric will result in incomplete combustion. Nearly al
the oxygen will then combine with the fuel, emissions of CO and VOC will increase, and
reductions in peak temperatures will reduce NOx formation. Thereisavery rapid exponential
increase in CO and VOC emissions as the mixture becomes richer than stoichiometric.

The use of very lean air/fuel ratios may result in ignition problems. For this reason,
techniques designed to improve ignition are often combined with lean air/fuel ratios to control
NOx emissions and avoid increases in VOC emissions. These other techniques are described on
the following pages.

Typical Effectiveness. When leaning of the mixture is combined with other techniques such
as clean burn retrofit, NOx reductions greater than 80 percent are achievable, along with
reductionsin CO and VOC emissions. If extremely lean mixtures are used in conjunction with
engine derating, NOx reductions well above 80 percent (less than 65 ppmv) are achievable. For
extremely lean mixtures the resulting reduced temperatures will tend to inhibit oxidation, which
will increase CO and VOC emissions to some degree.
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For rich mixtures, the NOx reduction potential is not as great as reductions for lean
mixtures. Asthe mixture isrichened, emissions of CO and VOC increase to unacceptable levels
before the NOx decreases to levels achieved by |eaning the mixture.

Limitations: If the air/fuel mixture is richened excessively, emissions of CO and VOC
increase dramatically. If the air/fud ratio is leaned excessively, the flammability limit may be
exceeded, resulting in misfiring. When an engine misfires (i.e., fails to fire), uncombusted fuel
enters the exhaust, which dramatically increases VOC emissions.

Other effects: None known.

Costs: Changing the air/fuel ratio of a Sl engine should cost no more than retarding the
injection timing for adiesal engine (i.e., no more than several hundred dollars). Thereis generaly
afuel penalty for rich-burn engines that are richened, but leaning the mixture may reduce fuel
consumption. These fuel effects vary with the engine and the degree of change in the air/fuel
mixture.

4. Clean Burn Retrofit

Applicability: This method can be used on all SI engines, and has had wide applications on
avariety of engines.

Principle: This method is used to enhance the effectiveness of the air/fuel ratio method
described previoudy. Asindicated previoudly in the discussion of air/fuel ratio changes, leaning
the air/fuel mixture from the optima NOx producing ratio will reduce NOx formation. The |leaner
the mixture, the lower the NOx emissions. However, to obtain substantial reductions in NOx
emissions, engine modifications are needed to assure that the fuel will ignite and to minimize any
fuel consumption penalties. A number of engine manufacturers and NOx control equipment
manufacturers offer retrofit kits for some makes and models of lean-burn and rich-burn engines
that allow these engines to operate on extremely lean mixtures to minimize NOx emissions. These
retrofits are often referred to as "clean burn” retrofits.

On smaller engines, the cylinder head can be redesigned to promote improved swirl
patterns which result in thorough mixing. On larger engines, the use of a precombustion chamber
(also referred to as a prechamber) is needed to ignite the lean mixture. In thislatter case, engines
have two combustion chambers, a main chamber and a prechamber connected to the main chamber
(see Figure 5). Combustion beginsin the smaller prechamber, which contains the spark plug and a
rich air/fuel mixture. Combustion propagates into the larger main chamber, which contains alean
air/fuel mixture. The resulting peak temperatures are lower due to: 1) the rich ignition mixture, 2)
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heat transfer losses as combustion proceeds into the main chamber, and 3) the dilution effects of
the excess air.

Many precombustion chamber retrofits consist of replacing the existing engine heads with
new heads. However, some low cost prechamber retrofits are designed to use the existing engine's
head, with the prechambers fitted into the existing spark plug hole. Other prechamber retrofits
consist of amodified spark plug instead of a separate prechamber. The modified spark plug has a
small, built-in fuel nozzle which injects fuel toward the spark plug electrode.

In order to achieve these leaner air/fud ratios, additional amounts of air must be introduced
into the engine when using a given amount of fuel. For naturally aspirated engines, a turbocharger
often must be added to provide the additional air. In other cases, the existing turbocharger may
have to be replaced or modified to increase the air throughput.

Other equipment may also be used in a clean burn retrofit, such as a high energy ignition
system to eliminate or minimize misfiring problems associated with |ean operation, a new or
modified aftercooler, and an air/fuel ratio controller. This equipment is described in more detail on
the following pages.

Typical Effectiveness. For natural gas-fired engines, in amost all cases NOx emissions can
be reduced to less than 130 parts per million (ppm) (i.e., greater than an 80 percent reduction over
uncontrolled levels) with little or no fuel penalty. If engine parameters are adjusted and carefully
controlled and the maximum power output of the engine is derated, sustained emissions below 65
ppm are achievable.

Limitations. NOX reductions of roughly 80 percent over uncontrolled levels are achievable
with little or no fuel penalty. However, if the engineis leaned further to reduce emissions by more
than about 80 percent, the fuel penalty increases exponentially. In some cases, aturbocharger may
be needed to provide increased air flow, but a properly sized turbocharger may not be available for
aretrofit. In other cases, the available retrofit parts may not alow the engine to produce the same
maximum power, and the engine must be derated. Beyond a certain degree of leaning (and NOx
reduction), misfiring will become a problem.

In some cases, it may be cheaper to replace an existing engine with a new clean burn
engine, rather than install a clean burn retrofit kit. Thisis especidly trueif the retrofit kit has to be

developed for that particular make and model of engine, or if the existing engine is old, inefficient,
or unreliable.
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Other effects. At extremely lean air/fuel ratios, VOC and CO emissions tend to increase
dightly. Once the air/fuel mixture is sufficiently lean, misfiring may occur, in which case
VOC emissions can increase substantialy.

Costs: For the installation of precombustion chamber heads and related equipment on large
(~ 2,000 horsepower) Cooper engines, capital costs are about $400,000 per engine, and
installation costs are about $200,000. Costs are lower for smaller engines. In terms of dollars per
rated brake horsepower (bhp), costs are about $250/bhp for the large engines, and tend to be
higher than this for smaller engines.

For prechambers fitted inside the existing spark plug hole, capital costs are about $15,000
to $20,000 for engines in the 300 to 400 horsepower range. Capital costs for enginesin the
2,000 horsepower range can exceed $200,000.

5. |gnition System Improvements

Applicability: This control method can be used on all SI engines. It has been applied to
only alimited number of engines and engine types.

Principle: This method is used in conjunction with the use of lean air/fuel ratios to reduce
NOx emissions. It alows leaner mixtures to be used without misfiring problems. Asindicated
previoudly, the leaner the air/fuel ratio, the lower the NOx emissions. However, at some point in
leaning the mixture, lean misfire begins to occur, and further NOx reductions are impractical. In
most engines during ignition, a nonuniform air/fuel mixture passes by the spark plug. In standard
ignition systems, the spark plug's firing duration is extremely short. If the spark plug fires when
this mixture is too lean to support combustion, a misfire occurs. If the spark plug fires multiple
times, or for alonger period of time, there is a greater chance that the proper air/fuel mixture will
pass by the spark plug and ignite the mixture. Improved ignition systems generally use a higher
voltage to fire the spark plug, in addition to multiple or continuous sparking of the spark plug.
This alows the use of leaner air/fud ratios, resulting in lower NOx emissions.

Typical Effectiveness. Emission reductions from a combination of leaning of the air/fuel
mixture and use of a continuous sparking ignition system approach but are generally lessthan a
precombustion chamber retrofit. NOx emissions can generally be reduced to about 200 ppm.

Limitations: If the air/fuedl ratio isleaned excessively, misfiring can occur. Aswith all

methods involving leaning, the engine's maximum power rating may have to be reduced unless a
turbocharger is retrofitted to naturally aspirated engines or the existing turbocharger is modified or
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replaced to increase the throughput of combustion air. In many cases, a separate retrofit kit must
be devel oped for each make and model of engine, and only a few kits have been developed so far.

Other effects. At extremely lean air/fuel ratios, VOC and CO emissions tend to increase
dightly. If the air/fuel mixture isleaned excessively, misfiring may occur, in which case VOC
emissions can increase substantialy.

Costs. Costs are about two-thirds that of a precombustion chamber retrofit involving head
replacement. For large Cooper engines (~ 2000 horsepower), costs are about $400,000.

6. Prechamber Design

Applicability: Although both SI and CI engines can use prechambers, the operation,
design, and principle are dightly different when used on CI engines. The use of prechambers on S|
engines has been discussed earlier. For this discussion, we will focus on the application of
prechambers to Cl engines exclusively, where it is often called indirect injection. Severa engine
manufacturers have used prechambers in their Cl (diesel) engines, but this design is not the most
prevaent engine design.

Principle: When prechamber technology is applied to Cl engines, the fuel injector is placed
inside the prechamber. The prechamber design results in effectively retarding the timing, thereby
reducing NOx emissions.

Typica Effectiveness. Diesel prechamber engines typically emit about 400 to 800 ppm of
NOx, in comparison to uncontrolled direct injection diesels that have typical NOx emissions of 900
to 1500 ppm.

Limitations. Prechamber diesdl engines are generdly less fuel efficient than direct injection
diesal engines. Thisfuel penalty isroughly 5 to 10 percent. Retrofit partsto convert direct
injection engines are generally not available. Thus, the use of this technique generally requires
replacement of the engine.

When a prechamber diesal engine uses injection timing retard, the NOx reduction is not as
great as when retard is used on adirect injection diesel. The prechamber design effectively retards
timing, and the first severa degrees of timing retard are the most effective. For adirect injection
diesel, NOx emissions are reduced by about 4 to 6 percent for every degree of retard, while for a
prechamber diesel the NOx reduction is about one percent for every degree of retard.
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Other Effects: Emissions of VOC, CO, and particulate matter tend to be lower for
prechamber diesel engines than for direct injection engines.

Costs: There should be no significant cost difference between a new prechamber diesel
engine and a new direct injection diesel engine. Retrofit costs to convert a direct injection engine
to a prechamber diesal should be similar to the cost of replacing the heads of a natural gas engine
with prechamber heads.

7. Prechamber Design (Dua Fud Engines)

Applicability: The prechamber design head can a so be used on dual fuel engines. Dua
fuel engines are engines that burn two fuels (usualy diesel and natural gas) simultaneously. Use of
a prechamber on adual fuel engine, however, is dightly different compared to engines using diesel
exclusively. Several manufacturers of dual fuel engines now offer prechamber designs for their
new engines, and aso offer prechamber retrofit kits for some of their older dual fuel engines.

Principle: A dua fuel engine's operation is similar to that of a conventiona diesel engine,
with diesal fuel being injected into the combustion chamber to initiate combustion. In adua fuel
engine, however, supplemental fuel is added to the intake air (or, in afew cases, isinjected directly
into the combustion chamber). In most applications, the amount of diesel used is a constant, and
supplemental fud is introduced as power requirements increase. At idle, adua fuel engine
operates on 100 percent diesel fuel, while at full power a direct injection dual fuel engine uses
about 5 percent diesel. However, for prechamber engines, diesel use can drop to aslow as one
percent at full power. Although in most applications the use of supplemental fuel is maximized,
most dual fuel engines can generate full power on diesel fuel done. Dual fuel enginestypically
operate on diesel fuel exclusively only when supplemental fuel is not available.

The dua fuel engineisinherently low in NOx emissions because only a small amount of
diesdl isused and the natural gasis combusted as a very lean mixture. Prechamber dua fuel
engines are lower still in NOx emissions, as they can burn an even leaner natural gas mixture and
use even less diesdl.

Typica Effectiveness. NOx emissions are typically between 400 and 800 ppm for a
conventiona uncontrolled dual fuel engine, and less than 90 ppm for a new low NOXx prechamber
dua fuel engine.

Limitations. Retrofit kits may not be available for older dua fuel engines. Dual fuel
engines are often used where a natural gas engine would ordinarily be used, except the supply of
natural gasis subject to curtailment. If the natural gasis curtailed, most dual fuel engines can
switch to diesel fuel exclusively and still generate full power. When operated on diesel exclusively,
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emissions from adual fuel engine are comparable to a diesel engine of similar design, and NOx
emissions increase substantialy.

Other Effects. Emissions of other pollutants are comparable between dual fuel engines and
natural gas engines.

Costs: The cost of a prechamber retrofit should be similar to the cost of a prechamber
retrofit for adiesdl or natural gas-fired engine.

8.  Ceramic Coatings

Applicability: Thistechnique can be applied to al engines, athough for purposes of
emission reductions the technique has been applied primarily to Cl (diesdl) engines. The following
discussion deals exclusively with the application of ceramic coatings on Cl engines. Ceramic
coatings have been used for more than five years, and have been applied to a number of different
engines. However, as of ayear ago, only afew hundred engines have used this technique.
Ceramic coatings may see greater use in the future due to thermal efficiency improvements
associated with thistechnique. The popularity of this technique may aso improve because ceramic
coatings can help mobile and stationary diesel engines to meet more effective future emission
limits.

Principle: Thistechnique consists of applying a ceramic thermal barrier coating to
combustion chambers, valve faces, and the tops of pistons. The coating insulates the combustion
system components from heat and thermal shock, protects metal components against high
temperature corrosion, reduces component temperatures and thermal fatigue. Theinsulation
properties alow more of the heat from combustion to be converted into useful energy.

By retaining heat in the combustion chamber, ceramic coatings reduce ignition delay (i.e.,
the time between the start of fuel injection and ignition of the fuel). Reduced ignition delay
spreads combustion over alonger period of time, which reduces peak temperatures (thereby
reducing NOx formation) and results in more complete combustion. The improvementsin
combustion result in lower VOC, CO, and particulate matter emissions. This technique has been
used primarily to improve engine efficiency and reduce exhaust opacity. Although impacts on
NOx emissions are minimal, the use of thermal barrier coatings can be combined with other control
techniques such as injection timing retard and an oxidation catalyst to simultaneously reduce NOX,
VOC, CO, and particulate matter emissions without increasing fuel consumption or reducing
maximum power.

Typical Effectiveness. Use of ceramic coatings on diesel engines has resulted in a
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50 percent reduction in opacity and a 30 percent reduction in particulate matter emissions. NOx
reductions are limited to a few percent if thistechnique is used aone. If used in conjunction with
other NOx control techniques, the effectiveness of these other techniques can be maximized. With
a combination of methods, such as ceramic coatings, injection timing retard, and oxidation catalyst,
NOx emission reductions of 40 to 60 percent are possible for diesel engines, along with reductions
in VOC, CO, and particulate matter.

Application of this technique to engines other than diesels has been primarily for
improvements in engine efficiency rather than for emission reduction purposes. Thus, its
effectiveness in reducing emissions for engines other than diesel isless clear.

Limitations. Although this technique can be easily applied to new engines, costs for
retrofits can be relatively high unless the ceramic coating is applied during a major engine rebuild.
The NOx reductions associated with this method are minor unless used in conjunction with other
techniques.

Other Effects. Thermal barrier coatings tend to decrease fuel consumption, increase engine
life, increase power output, reduce cetane number requirements, reduce engine noise, and increase
cold start reliability at low temperatures. One 4-year on-road demonstration of this technique
noted a seven percent improvement in fuel economy, with no wear or deterioration of the engine
coating after over 100,000 miles of operation.

Costs: Costs are about $1,000 to treat the cylinder heads, valve heads, and piston tops of a
6V92TA Detroit Diesel bus engine, with discounts on this price for the coating of afleet of
engines. To treat asingle 9 inch diameter piston, the cost is about $400. Pistons up to 30 inches
in diameter have been treated. Total costs, including disassembly and reassembly of the engine, are
about $5 to $12 per horsepower. This techniqueis reported, in most cases, to pay for itself in
reduced fuel and maintenance costs.

9. Modified Injectors

Applicability: Thistechnique refersto several changes to the conventional injector system
used on diesel engines. All of these changes have been widely used on a number of engines.

Principle: There are several modifications that can be made to standard fuel injectors that
will reduce emissions. Standard injectors can be replaced with electronically controlled injectors,
which alow more flexibility in adjusting timing for various operational modes. With this added
flexibility, timing can be retarded further in certain modes where operationa problems are not
encountered, and less in other modes where such problems are encountered. In this fashion, NOx

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

B-12



DRAFT

emissions can be minimized while also minimizing the adverse effects from retarding injection
timing.

Another injector modification is an improved injector nozzle. Improved nozzles provide a
finer, more uniform spray pattern which promotes greater mixing of the air and fuel. This
improved pattern tends to reduce VOC, CO, and particulate matter emissions, while also reducing
NOx emissions to aminor degree. The improved nozzles allow the use of injection timing retard,
or greater amounts of retard, without encountering operational problems.

Other injector modifications include high pressure injectors. Higher pressures improve the
atomization and mixing of the fuel with air, increasing the burn rate and thereby reducing emissions
of particulate matter and VOC. In addition, the injection process will take less time, allowing the
injection to start later in the engine cycle and end earlier. Starting the injection later is effectively
the same as retarding the injection timing, which can reduce NOx emissions significantly.
Shortening the injection duration also tends to increase engine efficiency.

Typical Effectiveness. NOXx reductions from this technique are minimal unless combined
with other control methods. When used in conjunction with other techniques such as injection
timing retard, NOx reductions can reach 50 percent without adversely affecting particulate matter
emissions. The effectiveness of this method for the control of CO, VOC, and particul ate matter
vary with the application.

Limitations. Retrofit parts are not available for all makes and models of diesel engines,
especialy older engines. In some cases, retrofit parts may be available only for diesdl engines that
are derivatives of recent on-road truck engines.

Other Effects: Shortening the injection duration tends to increase engine efficiency.

Costs: The cost of electronic controls for on-road trucks is about $4,000. However, this
cost includes afull electronic system that controls operation of the engine, transmission, and other
components. Electronic controls designed exclusively to operate the fuel injectors (which would
be the only electronic controls necessary for stationary engines) are less costly. Costs for finer
spray injectors and higher pressure injection systems should be comparable or less costly than the
cost of electronic controls.

10. Optimization of Internal Engine Design
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Applicability: This control method appliesto al new engines and is widely used, although
the following discussion applies primarily to diesel engines.

Principle: Proper design of such parts as the intake manifold, ports, combustion chamber,
and injectors, along with steps to minimizing oil consumption, can reduce VOC, particul ate matter,
and CO emissions. This allows the use, or increased use, of some NOx control methods without
increasing emissions of other pollutants to an undesirable level.

For example, higher injection pressures will increase penetration of the diesel fuel into the
combustion air, resulting in good mixing and reduced CO, particulate matter, and VOC emissions.
However, if penetration is excessive, fuel could impinge on cylinder walls. To avoid impingement,
the incoming air charge can be swirled into the combustion chamber, which deflects the fuel away
from the cylinder walls. On the other hand, too much deflection can result in alack of penetration
of the fuel, which will tend to increase VOC and particulate matter emissions. To minimize
emissions, the intake manifold and ports must be designed to provide an optimal amount of swirl
for a given engine design and fuel injection pressure.

On many diesel engines, the combustion chamber consists of abowl formed in the piston
top. Improved bowls are shaped so that vortices of swirling air are generated during the
compression stroke, which assist mixing. Proper design of this bowl will result in more rapid
burning, more complete combustion, and reduced VOC and particul ate matter emissions.

Piston rings and pistons can be redesigned so that the top piston ring is closer to the top of
the piston, which reduces the volume of combustion air and fuel trapped between the piston and
cylinder wall. This trapped volume does not combust, so any reduction in this volume will reduce
VOC emissions,

A higher compression ratio can be used, which will tend to reduce ignition delay and alow
the use of more injection timing retard to control NOx emissions. A higher compression ratio will
also reduce particulate matter and VOC emissions.

A significant portion of diesel engine particulate matter emissions comes from lube ail
consumption. Improvementsin the design, materials, and machining of the piston ring and cylinder
bore can reduce oil consumption and consequently reduce particul ate matter emissions.

Typical Effectiveness. The effectiveness of these methods vary with the initia engine
design and degree of changes made. For on-road truck engines, a combination of these methods

and others, such asinjection timing retard, turbocharging, and aftercoolers, has allowed on-road
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truck engines to meet stringent emission limits.

Limitations. Many new engines have already been optimized to some extent, so further
emission reduction opportunities will be minimal for these engines. Retrofit of many of the
optimization techniques may not be feasible for older engines. Some methods could have
undesirable side effects if not optimized properly. For example, care must be taken when using
methods to reduce oil consumption to assure that engine wear is not adversely affected.

Other Effects: None known.

Costs: Increased costs to manufacture the hardware are minimal; however, research and
development costs for the hardware can be significant.

11. Turbocharging or Supercharging and Aftercooling

Applicability: This control method can be used on ailmost any engine and is widely used.

Principle: Turbochargers and superchargers compress the intake air of an engine before
this air enters the combustion chamber. Due to compression, the temperature of thisair is
increased. Thistends to increase peak temperatures, which increases the formation of NOx.
However, the heat sink effect of the additional air in the cylinder, combined with the increased
engine efficiency from turbocharging or supercharging, generally resultsin a minor overall
decrease in NOx emissions per unit of power output. On the other hand, turbocharging or
supercharging can significantly increase the maximum power rating of an engine, which increases
the maximum mass emissions rate for NOx. Due to the high density of oxygen in the combustion
chamber, turbocharging or supercharging makes the combustion process more effective, which
tends to reduce emissions of CO, VOC, and especially particulate matter for diesel engines.

On turbocharged or supercharged engines, the intake air temperature can be reduced by
aftercooling (also known as intercooling or charge air cooling). An aftercooler consists of a heat
exchanger located between the turbocharger or supercharger and combustion chamber. The heat
exchanger reduces the temperature of the intake air after it has been compressed by the
supercharger or turbocharger. Cooling the intake air reduces peak combustion temperatures, and
thereby reduces NOx emissions. The cooling medium can be water, either from the radiator or
from a source outside of the engine, or the cooling medium can be ambient air. The use of radiator
water generally results in the least amount of cooling, while the use of outside water or ambient air
results in the most cooling of the intake air. Without aftercooling, the air entering the combustion
chambers of aturbocharged or supercharged diesel engine will have atemperature typically about
350 degrees F (°F). Using aradiator water aftercooler will reduce this temperature to about 210
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°F. Using either a cooler source of water or ambient air for the aftercooler can reduce the intake
air temperature to as low as 90 °F.

The cooling effects of the aftercooler increases the density of the intake air, which resultsin
aleaner air/fuel mixturein Sl enginesif no additional fuel isintroduced. For engines aready using
lean air/fuel mixtures, this leaner mixture will lower NOx emissions further.

Typical Effectiveness: NOx reductions from aftercooling range from about
3to 35 percent. The percentage reduction is roughly proportional to the reduction in temperature.
Particulate matter emission reductions from turbocharging or supercharging a diesel engine are
significant, but it is difficult to quantify this reduction. Reductionsin VOC and CO emissions also
occur, but are generally less than the effect on particul ate matter emissions.

Limitations. Turbochargers or superchargers may not be available for some engines. In
addition, some internal engine parts may have to be replaced or strengthened when adding a
supercharger or turbocharger.

Other Effects. Use of a supercharger or turbocharger increases the efficiency and
maximum power rating of an engine. Use of an aftercooler further increases the efficiency of an
engine, and can aso increase the maximum power rating. At low loads and excessive temperature
reductions, an aftercooler can cause longer ignition delays, which increase emissions of VOC and
particulate matter. This emissions increase can be minimized if an aftercooler bypassis used to
limit cooling at low loads.

Costs: The cost of retrofitting a naturally aspirated engine with a turbocharger and related
equipment varies from engine to engine. These costs vary not only because different sizes of
turbochargers are used for different engines, but also because different engines may require more
extensive internal modifications.

The cost is about $2,400 to retrofit a Detroit Diesel 6V 53 with an aftercooler, matching
turbo, and crankcase vent. The cost is about $8,000 to convert a Detroit Diesel 8V 71 naturally
aspirated engine into a turbocharged, aftercooled version of this engine. To upgrade an older
Detroit Diesel 8V92TA (which aready has a turbocharger and aftercooler) to match the NOx
performance of the latest version of the 8V92TA costs about $9,000.

For natural gas engines, costs of aturbocharger retrofit are typically $30,000 to $40,000

for enginesin the 800 to 900 horsepower range. For natural gas enginesin the 1,100 to
1,300 horsepower range, costs can vary from $35,000 to $150,000.
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In some cases, replacement of an existing engine with a new, low NOx emitting
turbocharged engine may result in lower overal costs than retrofitting the existing engine with a
turbocharger or supercharger. Although the capital cost of the new engine will generally be
greater than the retrofit cost for the existing engine, the new engine will reduce overal costs due to
increased efficiency, reduced down time, and reduced maintenance and repair costs.

Except in cases where an engine's usage factor is very low, the improved fud efficiency
associated with the use of turbochargers, superchargers, and aftercoolers generally resultsin a cost
savings.

12. Exhaust Gas Recirculation

Applicability: Exhaust gas recirculation, or EGR, can be used on all engine types. It has
been widely used on gasoline and diesel motor vehicle engines, but has been used infrequently on
engines used in other applications.

Principle: EGR can be externa or internal. In the case of externa EGR, a portion of the
exhaust gasis diverted from the exhaust manifold and routed to the intake manifold before
reentering the combustion chamber. For internal EGR, an engine's operating parameters (such as
valve timing or supercharger pressure) are adjusted so that a greater amount of exhaust remainsin
the cylinder after the exhaust stroke.

EGR reduces NOx emissions by decreasing peak combustion temperatures through two
mechanisms. dilution and increased heat absorption. Dilution of the fuel/air mixture slows the
combustion process, thereby reducing peak temperatures. In addition, exhaust gases contain
significant amounts of carbon dioxide and water vapor, which have a higher heat capacity than air.
This means that, compared to air, carbon dioxide and water vapor can absorb greater amounts of
heat without increasing as much in temperature.

Typical Effectiveness. NOx reductions are limited to about 30 percent before operation of
the engine is adversely affected.

Limitations. EGR will reduce an engine's peak power. This may be a serious problem for
engines required to operate at or near their peak power rating. The EGR system must be designed
and developed for each make and model of engine. An EGR retrofit kit is not available for most
engines. Another potentia limitation with this technology is that, when applied to diesal engines,
smoke emissions increase. For some applications on large diesel engines, the exhaust may have to
be cooled first before being injected into the intake manifold. In addition, since the diesel exhaust,
containing a high concentration of particulate matter, must be introduced into the turbocharger, the
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turbocharger and aftercooler may experience fouling problems. The use of clean diesel fuel or a
particul ate trap may be required to avoid clogging problems. EGR on diesel engines also will
increase engine wear, due to the presence of particulate matter in the exhaust.

Other Effects: EGR reduces engine efficiency. For example, fuel efficiency decreases
about 2 percent for a 12 percent decrease in NOx emissions.

Costs: Costs aretypically greater than for timing retard, but less than a turbocharger
retrofit.

13. Prestratified Charge

Applicability: This control method is applicable to spark-ignited rich-burn engines. This
method converts rich-burn engines into lean burn engines. It has been used on a number of
different engines, but is not as widely used as some of the most popular controls, such as clean
burn or NSCR catalysts.

Principle: Rich-burn engines are typically four stroke naturally aspirated engines with no
intake/exhaust overlap. The major components of a prestratified charge (PSC) retrofit are the air
injectors. These injectors pulse air into the intake manifold in such afashion that layers or zones of
air and the air/fuel mixture are introduced into the combustion chamber. Once inside the
combustion chamber, the top zone, near the spark plug, contains arich air/fuel mixture. The
bottom zoneisan air layer. The most recent version of the PSC system operates off of engine
vacuum, which alows the system to automatically compensate for varying power outputs.

The PSC technique is very similar in concept to a precombustion chamber. Both have a
rich fuel mixture near the spark plug, and alean mixture elsewhere in the combustion chamber.
NOx emissions are low for PSC for the same reasons they are low for prechamber designs.

Typical Effectiveness. PSC can achieve greater than 80 percent control of NOx for power
outputs up to about 70 or 80 percent of the maximum (uncontrolled) power rating using air
injection only.

Limitations: In order for the engine to generate more than 70 or 80 percent of the
maximum (uncontrolled) power rating, the air injection rate must be reduced. Thisresultsin a
richer fuel mixture, which increases NOx emissions. To maintain high NOx control at high power
outputs, a turbocharger may have to be added or the existing turbocharger may have to be
modified or replaced to increase air throughput. Maximum emission reductions, even with use of a
turbocharger, are generally lower than can be accomplished with the use of an NSCR catalyst.
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Other Effects. Fue efficiency may be improved because PSC effectively converts a
rich-burn engine into a lean-burn engine.

Costs: For engines in the 300 to 900 horsepower range, retrofit costs are typically about
$30,000. For enginesin the 1100 to 1600 horsepower range, retrofit costs are about $40,000.
However, costs can double if aturbocharger isadded. Retrofitsfor even larger engines where a
turbocharger is added can cost as much as $160,000 to $190,000.

B. Fuel Switching

NOx emissions from IC engines can be reduced by switching to fuels that burn at lower
temperatures. These fuelsinclude water/fuel mixtures, methanol, and clean diesdl.

1. Water/Fuel Mixtures

Applicability: This control method can be used on any engine, but has been applied mostly
to diesel engines. Only afew commercial retrofits have occurred. However, severa engine
manufacturers have recently offered such systems as options on their new engines.

Principle. Water vapor acts as a heat sink to reduce peak temperatures, thereby reducing
NOx formation. In most cases, the water isinjected into the intake manifold or is mixed with
diesd fuel to form awater/fue emulsion. In the case of emulsions, the engine's fuel injectors inject
the emulsion directly into the combustion chambers. One manufacturer, Wartsilla, uses separate
injectors to inject water directly into the combustion chambers of some of their diesel engines.
Mitsubishi has developed a variation of this method called stratified fuel-water injection. Water is
introduced into the fuel injector in pulses such that, during each injection episode, fuel is injected
into the combustion chamber first, followed by water. One company uses a water/naphtha mixture
as asubstitute for diesel.

Typical Effectiveness: NOx reductions are roughly proportional to the amount of water
used. Water/fuel emulsions allow a greater amount of water to be used than if the water is injected
into the intake manifold. NOx reductions up to about 35 percent are possible by introducing water
into the intake manifold, and up to about 60 percent for water/fuel emulsions or direct injection of
water into the combustion chamber. For the Mitsubishi system, NOx reductions of about 60
percent are possible with awater/fuel ratio of 0.5:1.

Limitations. Existing diesel engines must be retrofitted with larger injectors when using this
fuel type. Engine operation can be adversely affected if the water/fuel ratio istoo high. In
addition, this method can have reliability problems with the water system and engine. Specifically,
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there can be corrosion from the water's action on engine parts, breakdown of motor oil by dilution
with water, engine deposits from impurities dissolved in the water, and, for emulsions of water and
diesd, separation of the water and diesel fuel. The deposit problem can be minimized by using
extremely pure water, while the separation problem can be minimized by emulsifying the water and
fuel immediately before injection into the engine or by using an emulsifying agent.

Other effects: None known.
Costs: Unknown.
2. Methanol

Applicability: This control method is applicable to all engine types. Although a number of
motor vehicle engines have been converted to methanol fuel, very few stationary source engine
conversions have taken place.

Principle: NOx emissions are generally lower for methanol than for other fuels for several
reasons. Methanol has a higher heat of vaporization than other fuels, and thus the process of
vaporization cools the air/fuel mixture significantly, resulting in lower peak temperatures.
Methanol, being a partially oxygenated fuel, burns with alower flame temperature, which also
reduces peak temperatures. Methanol fuel consists of only one type of molecule, which makes it
easier to optimize the combustion process in comparison to fuels consisting of awide variety of
molecules, such as gasoline or diesel. Compared to diesal fuel, methanol combustion produces
almost no particul ate matter.

For rich-burn methanol engines, arelatively inexpensive three-way catalyst like that used in
gasoline-engined motor vehicles can be installed to control NOx. Methanol can aso be used asa
fuel for lean-burn spark-ignited engines. Methanol has awider range of flammability than many
other fuels, allowing aleaner mixture to be used, resulting in greater NOx reductions than is
possible with other fuels.

Methanol can be used as a replacement fuel for gaseous and gasoline fueled engines with
only relatively minor engine modifications. Conversion of diesel engines to methanol, however,
reguires more extensive engine modifications. These modifications include oversized injectors and
pumps. In addition, to improve combustion to an acceptable level, either the compression ratio of
the engine must be increased, cetane improvers must be added to the methanol, or spark plugs
must be installed in the cylinder head.
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Typical Effectiveness: NOx reductions from the conversion of an engine to methanol fuel
depend on the pre-conversion engine and fuel type. NOx reductions range from about 30 percent
for the conversion of a natural gas engine to about 80 percent for adiesel engine conversion.
Reductions are even greater when the conversion is accompanied by the addition of a catalyst.

Limitations: A retrofit kit must be developed for each make and model of engine.
Currently, there are very few conversion kits available. The fuel and engine system must use
materials that are resistant to the corrosive action of methanol. Specia lubricants must be used
to avoid excessive engine wear. Incomplete combustion of methanol produces formaldehyde, but
the use of an oxidation catalyst can reduce formaldehyde emissions to low levels.

Other Effects. The conversion of a diesel engine to methanol will greatly reduce
particulate matter emissions.

Costs: Conversion costs for an automotive engine are on the order of $1,000. Costs for
converting stationary gasoline engines to methanol are expected to be smilar. For diesel engines,
where modifications are more extensive, costs are typicaly severa thousand dollars, and may
approach $10,000. The largest cost element is often is the fuel price differential between methanol
and the fudl it replaces (e.g., natural gas, gasoline or diesal). Included in this price differential are
transportation, storage, and refueling costs associated with the use of methanol.

3. Clean Diesd Fuel

Applicability: This control method is only applicable to diesel engines. Nearly al diesdl
enginesin California currently use this type of fuel, thus this control method is in widespread use.

Principle: "Clean" diesel fuel isdiesel fuel for on-road motor vehicles that meets ARB
regulations regarding sulfur and aromatic content. These regulations were adopted in 1988 and
became effective in 1993. The regulations limit sulfur content to 0.05 percent by weight and
aromatic hydrocarbon content to 10 percent by volume. These regulations allow use of an
alternative diesdl fuel formulation with an aromatic hydrocarbon content higher than 10 percent, if
it is demonstrated that emissions benefits from the alternative formulation are equivalent or greater
than the benefits from fuel meeting the 10 percent aromatics limit. Clean diesel islower in sulfur
and aromatic hydrocarbon content than normal diesel fuel, and generally has a higher cetane
number. The cetane and aromatic hydrocarbon characteristics of clean diesel tend to reduce
ignition delay, which reduces peak temperatures and NOx emissions. The higher cetane number
and the lower sulfur and aromatics content also tend to reduce particulate matter emissions.
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Typical Effectiveness. The overall average NOx reduction from the use of clean diesel fuel
is about 7 percent when compared to normal diesel fuel. The reduction in SO, emissionsis
about 82 percent, while the particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in aerodynamic diameter
(PM10) reduction is about 25 percent.

Limitations: None known.

Other Effects. In an extremely small number of cases, some types of seals found on older
engines may fail prematurely. No problems have been encountered with updated replacement
sedls.

Costs: The average additional cost for refining clean diesel fuel is about one to four cents
per gallon. The wholesale price of clean diesel has averaged about two to four cents per gallon
more than conventional diesel sold in neighboring states.

C. Post Combustion Controls

Post combustion controls generally consist of catalysts or filters that act on the engine
exhaust to reduce emissions. Post combustion controls also include the introduction of agents or
other substances that act on the exhaust to reduce emissions, with or without the assistance of
catalysts or filters.

1. Oxidation Catalyst

Applicability: This control method is applicable to all engines. For stationary engines,
oxidation catalysts have been used primarily on lean-burn engines. Rich-burn engines tend to use
3-way catalysts, which combine nonselective catalytic reduction (NSCR) for NOx control and an
oxidation catalyst for control of CO and VOC. The oxidation catalyst has been used on lean-burn
engines for nearly 30 years. In 1994 alone, 350,000 new diesal engined vehicles were built which
used oxidation catalysts. Oxidation catalysts are used less frequently on stationary engines. Only
about 500 stationary lean-burn engines have been fitted with oxidation catalysts, and only 150 of
these lean-burn engines have been diesel engines. Besides CO and VOC, oxidation catalysts can
also reduce particulate matter emissions from diesel engines. This reduction appears to be limited
to the soluble organic fraction of the particulate matter, with no reduction in the dry soot (carbon)
fraction of diesel particulate matter emissions.

Oxidation catalysts are often retrofitted to engines that use combustion modifications to
control NOx. These combustion modifications often increase emissions of pollutants other than
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NOx, and the use of the oxidation catalyst in conjunction with the combustion modifications can
result in an overall reduction in emissions of particulate matter, NOx, CO, and VOC.

Principle: An oxidation catalyst contains materials (generaly precious metals such as
platinum or palladium) that promote oxidation reactions between oxygen and CO, VOC, or
particulate matter to produce carbon dioxide and water vapor. These reactions occur when
exhaust at the proper temperature and containing sufficient oxygen passes through the catalyst.
Depending on the catalyst formulation, an oxidation catalyst may obtain reductions at temperatures
as low as 300 or 400 °F, although minimum temperatures in the 600 to 700 °F range are generaly
required to achieve maximum reductions. The catalyst will maintain adequate performance at
temperatures typicaly as high as 1350 °F before problems with physical degradation of the catalyst
occur. In the case of rich-burn engines, where the exhaust does not contain enough oxygen to
fully oxidize the CO and VOC in the exhaudt, air can be injected into the exhaust upstream of the
catalyst.

Typical Effectiveness. The effectiveness of an oxidation catalyst is afunction of the
exhaust temperature, oxygen content of the exhaust, amount of active material in the catalyst, flow
rate through the catalyst, and other parameters. Catalysts can be designed to achieve aimost any
control efficiency desired. Reductions greater than 90 percent for both CO and VOC are typical.
Reductions in VOC emissions can vary significantly and are a function of the fuel type and exhaust
temperature. Efficienciesfor diesel engines tend to be lower, with CO reductions of 40 to 90
percent and VOC reductions of 30 to 80 percent being reported as typical.

Oxidation catalysts can reduce particulate matter emissions from diesel engines by
30 to 50 percent, depending on the composition of the particulate matter. This reduction may not
be as great when an oxidation catalyst is combined with other particulate matter reduction methods
or if the engine is inherently low in particulate matter emissions. One study found particul ate
matter emissions from diesel engines were reduced by 30 percent through the use of ceramic
coatings alone. This reduction increased to only 35 percent when an oxidation catalyst was added.
In a Los Angeles bus engine rebuilding program, rebuild kits designed to minimize particul ate
matter emissions were installed in conjunction with oxidation catalysts. This program reduced
particulate matter emissions by only 25 percent.

Limitations: A sufficient amount of oxygen must be present in the exhaust for the catalyst
to operate effectively. In addition, the effectiveness of an oxidation catalyst may be poor if the
exhaust temperature is low, which is the case for an engine at idle. Oxidation catalysts, like other
catalyst types, can be degraded by masking, thermal sintering, or chemical poisoning by sulfur or
metals. If the engineis not in good condition, a complete engine overhaul may be needed to
ensure proper catalyst performance.
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Sulfur, which can be found in fuels and lubricating oils, is generally atemporary poison,
and can be removed by operating the catalyst at a sufficiently high temperatures. Other ways of
dealing with sulfur poisoning include the use of low sulfur fuels or scrubbing of the fuel to remove
the sulfur. Besides being a catalyst poison, sulfur can also be converted into sulfates by the
catalyst before passing out the exhaust pipe. This conversion increases particul ate matter
emissions. Catalysts can be specialy formulated to minimize this conversion, but these specia
formulations must operate over arelatively narrow temperature range if they are to effectively
reduce VOC and CO and also suppress the formation of sulfates. For engines operated over wide
power ranges where exhaust temperatures vary greatly, specia catalyst formulations are not
effective.

Metal poisoning is generally more permanent, and can result from the metals present in
either the fuel or lubricating oil. Specialy formulated oils with low metals content are generally
specified to minimize poisoning, along with good engine maintenance practices. Metal poisoning
can be reversed in some cases with special procedures. Many catalysts now are formulated to
resist poisoning.

Masking refers to the covering and plugging of a catalyst's active material by solid
contaminants in the exhaust. Cleaning of the catalyst can remove these contaminants, which
usually restores cataytic activity. Masking is generally limited to engines using landfill gas, diesdl
fuel, or heavy liquid fuels, athough sulfate ash from lubricating oil may aso cause masking.
Masking can be minimized by passing the exhaust through a particulate control device, such asa
filter or trap, before this material encounters the catalyst. In the case of landfill gas, the particulate
control device can act directly on the fuel before introduction into the engine. 1n addition, in the
case of diesal engines, the use of low sulfur fuel, turbocharging, and engine combustion
modifications can reduce the formation of particulate matter sufficiently to eliminate masking
problems.

Thermal sintering is caused by excessive heat and is not reversible. However, it can be
avoided by incorporating over temperature control in the catalyst system. Many manufacturers
recommend the use of over temperature monitoring and control for their catalyst systems. In
addition, stabilizers such as CeO, or La,0O, are often included in the catalyst formulation to
minimize sintering. High temperature catalysts have been developed which can withstand
temperatures exceeding 1800 °F for some applications. This temperature is well above the highest
|C engine exhaust temperature that would ever be encountered. Depending on the design and
operation, peak exhaust temperatures for |C engines range from 550 to 1300 °F.

Other recommendations to minimize catalyst problems include monitoring the pressure
drop across the catalyst, the use of special lubricating oil to prevent poisoning, periodic washing of
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the catalyst, the monitoring of emissions, and the periodic laboratory analysis of a sample of
catalyst material.

Other Effects: A catalyst will increase backpressure in the exhaust, resulting in a dlight
reduction in engine efficiency and maximum rated power. However, when conditions require an
exhaust silencer, the catalyst can often be designed to do an acceptable job of noise suppression so
that a separate muffler is not required. Under such circumstances, backpressure from the catalyst
may not exceed that of a muffler, and no reduction in engine efficiency or power occur. Often,
engine manufacturers rate their engines at a given backpressure, and as long as the catalyst does
not exceed this backpressure no reduction in the engine's maximum power rating will be
experienced.

Costs: Typical costs for an oxidation catalyst are 9 to 10 dollars per horsepower, or
dightly less than a nonselective cataytic reduction (NSCR) catalyst. The cost for catalyst wash
service has been reported as $300 to $600 per cubic foot of catalyst material.

2. Nonselective Catalytic Reduction (NSCR)

Applicability: This control method is applicable to al rich-burn engines, and is probably
the most popular control method for rich-burn engines. The first wide scale application of NSCR
technology occurred in the mid- to late-1970s, when 3-way NSCR catalysts were applied to
gasoline-engined motor vehicles. Since then, this control method has found widespread use on
stationary engines. NSCR catalysts have been commerciadly available for stationary engines for
over 15 years, and over 3,000 stationary enginesin the U.S. are now equipped with NSCR
controls. Improved NSCR catalysts, caled 3-way catalysts because CO, VOC, and NOx are
simultaneoudly controlled, have been commercially available for stationary engines for over
10 years. Over 1,000 stationary enginesin the U.S. are now equipped with 3-way NSCR controls.

The dua bed NSCR catalyst is avariation of the 3-way catalyst. The dual bed contains a
reducing bed to control NOx, followed by an oxidizing bed to control CO and VOC. Dua bed
NSCR catalysts tend to be more effective than 3-way cataysts, but are also more expensive, and
have not been applied to as many engines as 3-way catalysts. Improved 3-way catalysts can
approach the control efficiencies of dual bed catalysts at alower cost, and for this reason dua bed
catalysts have lost popularity to 3-way catalysts.

Principlee The NSCR catalyst promotes the chemical reduction of NOx by CO and VOC
to produce carbon dioxide, water vapor, and nitrogen. The 3-way NSCR catalyst also contains
materials that promote the oxidation of VOC and CO to form carbon dioxide and water vapor. To
control NOx, CO, and VOC simultaneoudly, 3-way catalysts must operate in anarrow air/fue ratio
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band (15.9 to 16.1 for natural gas-fired engines) that is close to stoichiometric. An electronic
controller, which includes an oxygen sensor and feedback mechanism, is often necessary to
maintain the air/fue ratio in this narrow band. At thisair/fuel ratio, the oxygen concentration in
the exhaust is low, while concentrations of VOC and CO are not excessive.

For dua bed catalysts, the engineis run dightly richer than for a 3-way catalyst. The first
catalyst bed in adual bed system reduces NOx. The exhaust then passesinto aregion where air is
injected before entering the second (oxidation) catalyst bed. NOx reduction is optimized in
comparison to a 3-way catalyst due to the higher CO and VOC concentrations and lower oxygen
concentrations present in the first (reduction) catalyst bed. In the second (oxidation) bed, CO and
VOC reductions are optimized due to the relatively high oxygen concentration present. Although
the air/fuel ratio is ill critical in adua bed catayst, optima NOx reductions are achievable
without controlling the air/fuel ratio as closely asin a 3-way catalyst.

Typica Effectiveness. Removal efficiencies for a 3-way catayst are greater than
90 percent for NOX, greater than 80 percent for CO, and greater than 50 percent for VOC.
Greater efficiencies, below 10 parts per million NOx, are possible through use of an improved
catalyst containing a greater concentration of active catalyst materials, use of alarger catalyst to
increase residence time, or through use of a more precise air/fuel ratio controller.

For dual bed catalysts, reductions of 98 percent for both NOx and CO are typical.

The previously mentioned reduction efficiencies for catalysts are achievable as long as the
exhaust gases are within the catalyst temperature window, which is typically 700 to
1200 °F. For many engines, this temperature requirement is met at all times except during startup
and idling.

The percentage reductions are essentially independent of other controls that reduce the
NOx concentration upstream of the catalyst. Thus, a combination of combustion modifications
and catalyst can achieve even greater reductions.

Limitations. Aswith oxidation catalysts, NSCR catalysts are subject to masking, thermal
sintering, and chemical poisoning. In addition, NSCR is not effective in reducing NOx if the CO
and VOC concentrations are too low. NSCR is also not effective in reducing NOx if significant
concentrations of oxygen are present. In thislatter case, the CO and VOC in the exhaust will
preferentially react with the oxygen instead of the NOx. For this reason, NSCR is an effective
NOx control method only for rich-burn engines.
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When applying NSCR to an engine, the sulfur content of the fuel gas must be limited to
about 800 ppm by weight. The sulfur content of natural gas and LPG iswell below 800 ppm, but
some oil field gases and waste gases exceed this level. Sulfur tends to collect on the catalyt,
which causes deactivation. Thisis generaly not a permanent condition, and can be reversed by
introducing higher temperature exhaust into the catalyst or ssmply by heating the catalyst. Even if
deactivation is not a problem, the water content of the fuel gas must be limited when significant
amounts of sulfur are present to avoid deterioration and degradation of the catalyst from sulfuric
acid vapor.

For dua bed catalysts, engine efficiency suffers dightly compared to a 3-way catalyst due
to the richer operation of engines using dua bed catalysts.

In cases where an engine operates at idle for extended periods or is cyclically operated,
attaining and maintaining the proper temperature may be difficult. In such cases, the catalyst
system can be designed to maintain the proper temperature, or the catalyst can use materials that
achieve high efficiencies at lower temperatures. For some cyclically operated engines, these design
changes may be as smple as thermally insulating the exhaust pipe and catayst.

Most of these limitations can be eliminated or minimized by proper design and
maintenance. For example, if the sulfur content of the fuel is excessive, the fuel can be scrubbed to
remove the sulfur, or the catalyst design or engine operation can be modified to minimize the
deactivation effects of the sulfur. Poisoning from components in the lube oil can be eliminated by
using specially formulated lube oils that do not contain such components. However, NSCR
applications on landfill gas and digester gas have generally not been successful due to catalyst
poisoning and plugging from impuritiesin the fuel.

Other Effects. A very low oxygen content in the exhaust must be present for NSCR to
perform effectively. To achieve thislow oxygen content generally requires richening of the
mixture. This richening tends to increase CO and VOC emissions. However, use of a
3-way catalyst can reduce CO and VOC emissions to levels well below those associated with
uncontrolled engines.

Another effect of NSCR isincreased fuel consumption. Thisincreaseis very dight when
compared to an uncontrolled rich-burn engine. However, when compared to alean-burn engine, a
rich-burn engine uses 5 to 12 percent more fuel for the same power output. If arich-burn engine
uses adua bed catalyst, afurther dight increase in fuel consumption is generally experienced.

Costs: Thetotal installed cost of an NSCR system on an existing engine varies with the
size of the engine. The catalyst will cost about 8 to 15 dollars per horsepower, while air/fuel ratio
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controllers vary in cost from about $3,500 to $7,000. Installation and labor costs generally range
from $1,000 to $3,000. For an 80 horsepower engine, total costs for installation may range from
$5,000 to $11,000. For an 1,100 horsepower engine, installed costs of $20,000 to $25,000 are
typical.

3. Hybrid System

Applicability: This control method can be applied to al engines. This control method was
conceived by Radian Corporation, and has been developed by AlliedSignal and Beaird Industries.
There has been one field prototype demonstration in San Diego, and it appears that the system has
been offered commercially. However, there are no commercial applications of this technique.

Principle: The hybrid system is a modification of the dual bed NSCR system. The hybrid
system adds a burner in the engine exhaust between the engine and the dual bed catalysts. The
burner is operated with an excess amount of fuel so that oxygen within the engine exhaust is
amost completely consumed, and large amounts of CO are generated. The exhaust then passes
through a heat exchanger to reduce temperatures before continuing on to areducing catalyst. The
NOKx reduction efficiency of the reducing catayst is extremely high due to the high CO
concentration (the CO acts as a reducing agent to convert NOx into nitrogen gas. The exhaust
next passes through another heat exchanger, and air is added before the exhaust passes through an
oxidation catalyst. The oxidation catalyst is extremely efficient in reducing CO and VOC
emissions due to the excess oxygen in the exhaust.

Typica Effectiveness: NOx concentrations as low as 3 to 4 ppm are achievable with this
system. Concentrations of CO and VOC are typical of systems using oxidation catalysts.

Limitations: When the oxygen content of the engine's exhaust is high, such as for lean-burn
engines, the burner must use alarge amount of fuel to consume nearly al the oxygen and generate
sufficient amounts of CO. Therefore, use of this method on lean-burn enginesis only practica in
cogeneration applications, where heat generated by the burner can be recovered and converted to
useful energy.

Other Effects. For rich-burn engines, this method has afuel penalty of about one to
five percent. However, for lean-burn engines, the fuel penalty could be equal to the uncontrolled
engine's fuel consumption.

Costs. Costs are several times greater than for asimple NSCR catalyst. Capital costs were
reported in 1993 as $150,000 for a 470 brake horsepower engine.
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4. Sdective Catalytic Reduction (SCR)

Applicability: This method was patented in the U.S. in the 1950s, and there have been over
700 applications of SCR to combustion devices worldwide,. However, most of these applications
are external combustion devices such as boilers. SCR systems for 1C engines have been
commercialy available for anumber of years, but there have only been afew dozen SCR retrofits
of IC engines. SCR is applicable to al lean-burn engines, including diesel engines.

Principle. The exhaust of lean-burn engines contains high levels of oxygen and relatively
low levels of VOC and CO, which would make an NSCR type of catalyst ineffective at reducing
NOx. However, an SCR catalyst can be highly effective under these conditions. Oxygenisa
necessary ingredient in the SCR NOXx reduction equation, and SCR performs best when the oxygen
level in the exhaust exceeds 2 to 3 percent.

Differing catalyst materials can be used in an SCR catayst, depending on the exhaust gas
temperature. Base metal catalysts are most effective at exhaust temperatures between 500 and
900 °F. Base metal catalysts generally contain titanium dioxide and vanadium pentoxide, although
other metals such as tungsten or molybdenum are sometimes used. Zeolite catalysts are most
effective at temperatures between 675 to over 1100 °F. Precious meta cataysts such as platinum
and palladium are most effective at temperatures between 350 and 550 °F.

In SCR, ammonia (or, in some cases, uread) isinjected in the exhaust upstream of the
catalyst. The catalyst promotes the reaction of ammoniawith NOx and oxygen in the exhaust,
converting the reactants to water vapor and nitrogen gas. Ammonia injection can be controlled by
the use of a NOx monitor in the exhaust downstream of the catalyst. A feedback loop from the
monitor to the ammoniainjector controls the amount injected, so that NOx reductions are
maximized while emissions of anmonia are minimized. To eliminate the use of a costly NOx
monitor, some applications use an alternative system that measures severa engine parameters.
Values for these parameters are then electronically converted into estimated NOx concentrations.

Typica Effectiveness. The NOx removal efficiency of SCR istypically above 80 percent
when within the catalyst temperature window.

Limitations. SCR can only be used on lean burn engines. Relatively high capital costs
make this method too expensive for smaller or infrequently operated engines.

Some SCR catalysts are susceptible to poisoning from metals or silicon oxides that may be
found in the fuel or lubricating oil. Poisoning problems can be minimized by using specially
formulated lubricating oils that do not contain the problem metals, the use of fuels with low metals
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or silicon oxides content, or the use of zeolite catalysts which are not as susceptible to poisoning.

If platinum or palladium is used as an active catalyst material, the sulfur content of the
exhaust must be minimized to avoid poisoning of the catalyst. In addition, for all types of SCR
catalysts, high sulfur fuels will result in high sulfur oxides in the exhaust. These sulfur compounds
will react with the ammoniain the exhaust to form particulate matter that will either mask the
catalyst or be released into the atmosphere. These problems can be minimized by using low sulfur
fuel, ametal-based SCR system specialy designed to minimize formation of these particulate
matter compounds, or a zeolite catalyst.

Ammonia gas has an objectionable odor, is considered an air pollutant at low
concentrations, becomes a health hazard at higher concentrations, and is explosive at till higher
concentrations. Safety hazards can occur if the ammoniais spilled or there are leaks from
ammonia storage vessels. These safety hazards can be minimized by taking proper safety
precautions in the design, operation, and maintenance of the SCR system. Safety hazards can be
substantially reduced by using agueous ammonia or ureainstead of anhydrous ammonia. If a
concentrated agueous solution of ureais used, the urea tank must be heated to avoid
recrystallization of the urea. In addition, if too much ammoniaisinjected into the exhaust,
excessive ammonia emissions may result. These emissions can be reduced to acceptable levels by
monitoring and controlling the amount of ammonia injected into the exhaust.

Many diesal engines emit significant amounts of particulate matter, which can cause
plugging of the catalyst. Plugging problems can be minimized by reducing particulate matter in the
exhaust through use of clean diesel fuel, a particulate trap, or an oxidation catalyst in front of the
SCR catalyst. Plugging can also be minimized if the catalyst is periodically cleaned, or if a zeolite
catalyst is used, which tends to be self cleaning if operated at a high enough temperature.

SCR may also result in adight increase in fuel consumption if the backpressure generated
by the catalyst exceeds manufacturer's limits.

Other Effects: None known.

Costs: SCR is one of the higher cost control methods due to the capital cost for the
catalyst, the added cost and complexity of using ammonia, and the instrumentation and controls
needed to carefully monitor NOx emissions and meter the proper amount of ammonia. Estimated

costs, however have been declining over the past several years. Currently, costs are estimated to
be about $50 to $125 per horsepower.
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Engines operated at a constant load may be able to eliminate the NOx monitor and
feedback ammonia metering system. In such cases, proper instrumentation must be used to
monitor ammonia and NOx when the SCR system is set up. Frequent checks are also needed to
assure that the setup does not change. Such a system was purchased in 1996 for a
1,300 horsepower diesel engine at a cost of approximately $100,000.

5.  Lean NOx Catalyst

Applicability: This control method can be used on any lean-burn engine, although
development work has concentrated on diesel engines. This control method is still in the
development stage and is not commercialy available, but may be available in afew years.

Principle: A number of catalyst materials can be used in the formulation of lean NOx
catalysts. The constituents are generally proprietary. NOx reductions are generally minimal unless
areducing agent (typically raw fuel) isinjected upstream of the catalyst to increase catalyst
performance to acceptable levels. Depending on the catalyst formulation, this method can reduce
NOx, CO, and VOC simultaneoudly.

Typical Effectiveness. NOx control efficiencies have been relatively low for most of the
catalyst systems tested.

Limitations. Use of areducing agent increases costs, complexity, and fuel consumption.
The reducing agent injection system must be carefully designed to minimize excess injection rates.
Otherwise, emissions of VOC and particulate matter can increase to unacceptable levels. Tests
have shown that lean NOx catalysts produce significant amounts of nitrous oxide (N,O), and that
this production increases with increasing NOx reduction efficiencies and reducing agent usage.
This method is not commercially available, and is ill in the development stage.

Other Effects: None known.

Costs: Since no systems have been sold commercialy, costs are unknown, but would
probably exceed those for NSCR.

6. Cyanuric Acid

Applicability: This control method, formerly known as RAPRENOX, is applicable to lean-
burn engines. Thistechnology is commercially available for diesel engines rated at
700 to 13,000 horsepower, and can aso be applied to lean-burn gaseous fueled engines. This
technology is relatively new, and there have only been afew commercial applications.
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Principle: In this method, solid cyanuric acid ((HNCO);, ), upon heating, is converted into
agas. Further heating to 625 °F forms gaseous isocyanic acid (HNCO). Theisocyanic acid is
injected into the exhaust downstream of the turbocharger, along with a fuel such as propane or
diesel. Thefue increases the exhaust temperature to arange of 1,150 to 1,450 °F, where reactions
between nitric oxide (NO) and HNCO generate N,, CO,, and H,O. To improve conversion
efficiencies, the exhaust passesinto alarge insulated reaction chamber to increase the residence
time at high temperature.

Typical Effectiveness. NOx emission reductions of 80 to 90 percent are typical, and the
system can be designed to reduce NOx by well over 90 percent. For diesel engines, particulate
matter can be reduced by 80 percent and VOC by 98 percent.

Limitations: Significant amounts of fuel are used to heat the exhaust. Although this
technology may be economically attractive for cogeneration applications where the energy used to
heat the exhaust is recovered, the economics are less favorable for applications where the exhaust
heat is not recovered. Thistechnology may not be economically attractive when an engine's power
output remains below 50 percent of full power. At low power outputs, exhaust temperatures are
low, and greater amounts of fuel must be used to achieve the required exhaust temperature. The
size of the reaction chamber may make applications difficult where there is alack of room.

Other Effects: None known.

Costs: For a 4,000 horsepower diesel engine operated at 50% of capacity, installed costs
are $17.50 per horsepower, or $70,000. Annual operating costs include $115,500 for cyanic acid
and $84,000 for additional fuel. In general, the capital costs for cyanic acid system are much lower
than SCR, but operating costs are significantly higher.

7. Urealnjection

Applicability: This control method is applicable to all lean-burn engines. It has been used
on several boilersto control NOx, but there have been no applications to internal combustion
engines.

Principle: Ureainjection isvery similar to cyanuric acid injection, as both chemicals come
in powder form, and both break down at similar temperatures to form compounds which react with
nitric oxide. Differences are that a high temperature heating system is not required for urea
injection. Instead, the ureais usually dissolved in water, and this solution is injected into the
exhaust stream.
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Typica Effectiveness. Unknown.

Limitations: The temperature window for ureais higher than the highest exhaust
temperature of nearly all engines. Therefore, due to cost- effectiveness considerations, practical
applications of ureainjection are limited to engines in cogeneration applications. Specifically,
these applications are limited to situations where supplemental firing is applied to the engine's
exhaust to increase its temperature, and the exhaust heat is recovered and used.

Other Effects: Unknown.
Costs: Unknown.

8. Diesd Particulate Filters

Applicability: This method is applicable to diesel engines. There have been over
1,000 applications of this technology on mobile sources (primarily diesel buses), but only a few
systems have been fitted to stationary diesel engines.

Principle: A filter isinstalled in the exhaust stream. The filter collects particul ate matter
while allowing the exhaust gases to pass through without creating excessive back pressure.
Periodically, the particulate matter on the filter is burned or oxidized to regenerate or clean the
filter to avoid excessive back pressure. Filter materials that have been used include ceramic
monoliths, woven silicafiber coils, ceramic foam, mat-like ceramic fibers, wire mesh, and sintered
metal substrates.

At high power outputs, the exhaust temperature is sufficient to oxidize the particulate
matter collected on the filter without using any methods to enhance regeneration. However, many
diesels operate at low power outputs for extended periods of time, resulting in exhaust
temperatures too low to oxidize the particulate matter. Thus, in most applications, enhanced
regeneration must be used.

Regeneration enhancement methods include those which reduce the temperature required
for regeneration, increase the temperature of the exhaust, or periodically clean thefilter. Methods
that reduce required temperatures include coating the filter with a catalyst or use of specia fuel
additives. The fuel additives contain metals such as cerium, copper, or platinum, which become
embedded in the particulate matter and serve as effective catalytic surfaces for oxidation. The fuel
additives are formulated so that they do not adversely affect fuel quality or the engine's combustion
process, and in some instances may improve combustion.
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Regenerative methods that increase the temperature of the exhaust include direct heating of
the exhaust by a burner or electric heater, throttling the air intake to one or more cylinders (which
increases CO and HC emissions that, when oxidized at the filter, increases temperatures), throttling
of the exhaust downstream of the filter, and the use of ceramic engine coatings on the combustion
chamber, valves, and piston tops.

Regenerative methods involving cleaning generally consist of the use of compressed air
flowing opposite to the exhaust flow. The particulate matter is then collected in a bag, where an
electric heater is used to oxidize the particul ate matter.

In some cases, two or more of the regenerative methods described previoudly are used
together.

To guard against overheating of the particulate filter, some systems use a sensor that
triggers an exhaust by-pass system when temperatures become excessive. Other systems use dual
filters, with one filter collecting particulate matter while the other is being regenerated.

Particulate filters can be used in conjunction with other emission control techniquesto
either reduce particulate matter emissions or assure that such emissions do not increase due to the
application of the other techniques. For example, a particulate filter can be used in conjunction
with injection timing retard or exhaust gas recirculation to reduce particul ate matter emissions
increases associated with the use of these latter two control methods. In the case of exhaust gas
recirculation, use of gases after they pass through the filter will reduce engine wear and fouling.

Typica Effectiveness. Collection efficiencies range from 50 to over 90 percent, depending
on the design, but the more effective filters exceed 90 percent efficiency.

Limitations: Work is continuing to achieve high filtering efficiencies with low back
pressure, improve the regenerative process, and improve the mechanica strength of the filter.
Improved catalyst coatings have been developed which show promise, but are most effective on
four-stroke engines rather than two-stroke engines due to the inherent higher exhaust temperatures
associated with four-stroke engines. This technology has had limited application, and effective
maintenance requirements are not well established. Some particulate filter systems have failed due
to the lack of an effective maintenance program.

Residual, noncombustible particulate matter will build up on the filter, eventually increasing
backpressure. Technigues must be used to remove this accumulated material.
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Other Effects: The use of catalytic coatings on the filter will also reduce CO and VOC
emissons.

Costs: Typical costs range from $30 to $50 per horsepower. The cost of replacing the
particulate trap core for bus engines was reported to be $1,500 each in 1993, although this cost
was projected to decrease to $500.

D. Replacement

Another method of reducing NOXx is to replace the existing 1C engine with an electric
motor, or a new engine designed to emit very low concentrations of NOx. In some instances, the
existing engine may be integral with a compressor or other gear, and replacement of the engine will
require the replacement or modification of this other equipment as well.

Applicability: This control method is applicable to al engines.

Principle: Rather than applying controls to the existing engine, it is removed and replaced
with either a new, low emissions engine or an electric motor.

Typica Effectiveness. New, low emissions engines can reduce NOx by 80 percent or more
over uncontrolled engines. An electric motor essentially eliminates NOx emissions associated with
the removed engine, although there may be minor increases in power plant emissions to supply
electricity to the electric motor.

Limitations: In remote locations or where electrical infrastructure is inadequate, the costs
of electrical power transportation and conditioning may be excessive. In cases where the existing
engine operates equipment integral to the engines (such as some engine/compressors that share a
common crankshaft), both the engine and integral equipment often must be replaced.

Other Effects: None known.

Costs: Costs of engine replacement are highly variable, and depend on the cost of

electricity, whether transmission lines or power substations need to be built, useful remaining life
for the existing engine, and other factors.
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APPENDIX C

SUMMARY OF DISTRICT IC ENGINE RULES
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Following isasummary of all 1C engine rules adopted by the districtsin California.

South Coast Air Quality M anagement District
Rule 1110.1: Emissionsfrom Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 10/26/84, Amended 10/4/85)

Applicability
>50 bhp, gaseous fueled engines only

Reguirements and Standards

Rich-Burn
NOX - 90% reduction, initial test,
80% reduction thereafter, or
90 ppm at 15% oxygen
CO- 2000 ppm at 15% oxygen
Lean-Burn
NOx - Genera 80% reduction, initial test,
70% reduction thereafter, or
150 ppm at 15% oxygen
- Optional (combustion
mods only) 2 grams per brake horsepower-hour
Exemptions

Agricultural operations

Emergency standby engines operation <200 hrs/yr

Firefighting and or flood control

LPG fueled

Research and Testing

Performance verification and testing

Engines operating in the Southeast Desert Air Basin portion of Los Angeles and
Riverside Counties

Engines controlled under Rule 1110
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South Coast Air Quality M anagement District
Rule 1110.1: Emissionsfrom Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Administrative Requirements

Control Plan required by:

4/26/85 for all engines except those using sewage digester and landfill gas
4/26/86 for engines using sewage digester and landfill gas

Fina Compliance’

Compliance Date

>200 bhp engines in Los Angeles and Orange Counties

Rich-Burn
>500 bhp engines 12/31/85™
75% of 201-500 bhp engines 12/31/86™
Lean-Burn
80% of >500 bhp engines 12/31/87
All other engines 12/31/95

"A 12 month delay was alowed in certain cases.
" Compliance date could have been deferred until 12/31/87 if total installed rated brake
horsepower was 500 to 2000.

Monitoring Equipment

Rich-Burn
Vented exhaust gas NOx and CO concentrations, or air/fuel ratio setting for
catalyst equipped engines

Lean-Burn

Vented exhaust gas NOx concentrations, and flow rate of reducing liquids or
gases added to the exhaust gases in operation of catalyst NOx reduction systems
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South Coast Air Quality M anagement District
Rule 1110.1: Emissionsfrom Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Alternative Emission Control

Alternative Emission Control Plan which demonstrates equivalent emission reductions or, for
basin-wide control plan, at least 5 percent greater emission reductions

South Coast Air Quality M anagement District
Rule 1110.2: Emissions from Gaseous and Liquid-Fueled
Internal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 8/3/90, Amended 9/7/90, 8/12/94, 12/9/94, 11/14/97)

Applicability
>50 bhp Stationary

Reguirements and Standards

Permanently remove engine, replace engine with an electric motor, or reduce emissions to the
following:

For engines that generate electric power, are fired on landfill gas or sewage digester gas, are used
for pumping water(except aeration facilities), are fueled by field gas, are integral
engine-compressors operating fewer that 4000 hrs per year, or are LPG-fueled:

Reference Limits at 15% oxygen on adry basis

Pollutant Engine Size Reference Limit
NOx >500 bhp 36 ppm
>50 and <500 bhp 45 ppm
vVOC All 250 ppm as methane

" Reference limits are converted to compliance limits by multiplying by engine efficiency and
dividing by 25%. Engine efficiency is based on higher heating value (HHV) of fuel. Engines
less than 25% efficient are treated as having an efficiency of 25%.
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South Coast Air Quality M anagement District
Rule 1110.2: Emissions from Gaseous and Liquid-Fueled
Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)
Compliance Limit at 15% oxygen on adry basis:

CO 2000 ppm

For portable engines: meet limits equivalent to those in State portable engine registration program
For al other engines:

Compliance Limits at 15% oxygen on adry basis:

NOXx 36 ppm

vVOC 250 ppm as methane

CO 2000 ppm
Exemptions

Agricultural operations

Emergency standby engines which operate fewer than 200 hours per year
Firefighting, flood control

Research and testing

Performance verification and testing

Engines located in some parts of Riverside County

Auxiliary engines used to power engines or gas turbines during start-up
Snow manufacturing or ski lift operation

Engines registered under the State portable engine program

Nonroad engines

Engines located on San Clemente Iland
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South Coast Air Quality M anagement District
Rule 1110.2: Emissions from Gaseous and Liquid-Fueled
Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Administrative Requirements

Compliance Schedule

Fina Compliance Date

Replace with electric motor, remove engine,
or meet limits of 0.15 gm/bhp-hr for NOx and VOC,
0.6 gm/bhp-hr for CO 12/31/99

Engines previoudy required to meet

Rule 1110.1 limits 12/31/04
Portable engines

- less effective standards 12/31/99

- more effective standards 12/31/09
Other Engines 12/31/94

Monitoring and Recordkeeping

Engines >1000 bhp and >2 million bhp-hr per year must use continuous emissions
monitoring for NOx.

Monitoring system shall have data gathering and retrieval capability

Operational non-resettable totalizing time meter required

Source testing of NOx, VOC, and CO every 3 years

Maintain operating log

Test Methods
NOx EPA Method 20 or District Method 100.1

CO EPA Method 10 or District Method 100.1
VOC EPA Method 25 or District Method 25.1
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Santa Barbara County APCD
Rule 333: Control of Emissions from Reciprocating I nternal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 12/3/91, Amended 12/10/91, 4/17/97)

Applicability
>50 bhp

Reguirements and Standards*

Noncyclic Rich-Burn Engines** Noncyclic Lean-Burn Engines**
NOx 50 ppmv or 90% control NOx 125 ppmv or 80% control
ROC 250 ppmv ROC 750 ppmv
CO 4500 ppmv CO 4500 ppmv

Cyclically Operated Engines** Diesdl
Oxygen in exhaust 6.5% or greater, and: NOx 8.4 g/Bhp-hr or 797 ppmv

NOx 50 ppmv or 90% control
ROC 250 ppmv
CO 4500 ppmv

* All ppmv limits are referenced to 15% oxygen, dry
** Noncyclic engines are engines which are not operated in a cyclic fashion. A cyclic engine

variesin load by 40 percent or more of its rated power during recurring periods of 30 seconds
or less, or is used dto power an oil well reciprocating pump.

Exemptions

Engines operating on fuel consisting of 75 percent or more of landfill gas
Engines exempt from permit
Engines operating fewer than 200 hours per year
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Santa Barbara County APCD
Rule 333: Control of Emissions from Reciprocating I nternal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Administrative Requirements

Compliance Schedule
Noncyclically Operated Engines
Inspection & Maintenance Plan 3/2/92

Compliance Plan 3/2/92
Fina Compliance
33% of total Bhp 9/3/92
66% of total Bhp 6/3/93
100% of total Bhp 3/3/94
Cyclically Operated Engines
6.5% oxygen in exhaust 3/2/92
Compliance Plan 3/3/93
Fina Compliance 3/3/94

Cyclics can be reclassified as noncyclics, but must then follow the noncyclic limits
and schedule

Recordkeeping and Monitoring

Quarterly inspections with portable NOx monitor and inspection of engine operating
parameters

Biennial source tests

Annual source tests for two consecutive yearsif engine is non-compliant

Engine operating log

Test Methods
NOx, CO, Oxygen ARB Method 100
ROC EPA Method 18 or 25
Fuel Composition ASTM D-1945-81, ASTM D-3588-81,
ASTM D-1072-80
Pollutant Emission Rate EPA Method 19
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Santa Barbara County APCD
Rule 333: Control of Emissions from Reciprocating I nternal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Alternative Control Plan

Control all engines 20 Bhp and larger

Achieve additional 20% tonnage of NOx emission reductions over Rule 333 control
requirements

Continuous monitoring

Ventura County APCD
Rule 74.9: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 7/21/81, Amended 7/2/85, 9/5/89, 12/3/91, 12/21/93)
Applicability

Gas-fired, LPG, or diesel fueled stationary internal combustion engine > 50 hp, if such engines
are not used in oil field drilling operations

Reguirements and Standards*

CO 4500 ppmv

Ammonia 20 ppmv

Rich-Burn Lean-Burn
NOx 25 ppmv or 96 percent control NOXx 45 ppmv or 94 percent control
ROC 250 ppmv ROC 750 ppmv

Diesd Rich-Burn, waste gas
NOx 80 ppmv or 90 percent control NOx 50 ppmv or 96 percent control
ROC 750 ppmv ROC 250 ppmv

Lean-Burn, waste gas
NOx 125 ppmv or 94 percent control
ROC 750 ppmv

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

C-9



DRAFT

Ventura County APCD
Rule 74.9: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Requirements and Standards * (continued)

* All ppmv limits except ammonia measured at 15 percent oxygen and dry conditions; al ppmv
limits except ammonia may be adjusted to higher ppmv levels for engines with efficiencies
greater than 30 percent.

Exemptions

Engines rated less than 50 bhp

Engines operated less than 200 hours per year

Emergency standby engines operated only during emergencies and for no more than
50 hours per year for maintenance purposes

Engines used in research or teaching

Agricultural operations

Engine test stands used for evaluating engine performance

<100 bhp, emitting NOx <5 g/bhp-hr, used in cogeneration

Diesdl engines limited to 15 percent or less annual capacity factor

Diesel engines used to power cranes and welding equipment

Administrative Requirements

Final compliance: 1/1/97 (1/1/02 if rule's previous requirements met by 9/5/89)
Engine Operator Inspection Plan required by 1/1/94
Recordkeeping: Inspection log

Annual usage

Annual source test

Test Methods
NOx, CO, Oxygen ARB Method 100
ROC EPA Method 25 or 18, referenced to methane
Heating vaue of fud oil ASTM D240-87
Heating value of gaseousfuels ASTM D1826-77
Ammonia BAAQMD Method ST-1B
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Ventura County APCD

Rule 74.9: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines

(continued)

Test Methods (continued)

If asource test shows aviolation, a source test or portable analyzer screening analysis

isrequired for the next three scheduled inspections.

Bay Area Air Quality Management District
Regulation 9, Rule 8: Nitrogen Oxides and Carbon Monoxide from Stationary Internal

Combustion Engines
(Adopted 1/20/93)

Applicability
> 250 bhp; partly or completely gaseous fueled

Reguirements and Standards

CO - 2000 ppmv @ 15% O,

NOx -
Natural gasfuels
Rich-burn - 56 ppmv @ 15% O,
Lean-burn - 140 ppmv @ 15% O,
Waste derived fuels
Rich-burn - 210 ppmv @ 15% O,
Lean-burn - 140 ppmv @ 15% O,

Exemptions

Engines used solely as emergency standby sources of power
Engines < 250 bhp

Enginesfired exclusively on liquid fuels

Engines used in agricultural operations

Engines < 1000 bhp and < 200 hrs/year operation

Engines > 1000 bhp and < 100 hrs/year operation
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Bay Area Air Quality Management District
Regulation 9, Rule 8: Nitrogen Oxides and Carbon Monoxide from Stationary Internal
Combustion Engines
(continued)

Administrative Requirements

Authority to Construct submitted by 1/1/96
Bein compliance with all requirements by 1/1/97

Monitoring and Records

Initial source test required by 3/31/97; results submitted by 5/31/97
Maintain records of hours of operation for engines exempted due to low usage

Source Test Methods

NOx - ST-13AorB

CO - ST-6
02 = ST-14
El Dorado County APCD
Rule 233: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 10/18/94)
Applicability

> 50 bhp, operated on gaseous fuels, LPG, or diesel
Exemptions

Agricultural operations
< 50 bhp engines
Engines operating < 200 hours per year

Emergency standby engines (maintenance limited to 50 hours/year)
Research and teaching

Test stands used for evaluating engine performance

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

C-12



DRAFT

El Dorado County APCD
Rule 233: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Exemptions (continued)

Diesdl engines with permitted capacity < 15 %
Diesel engines used to power cranes and welding equipment

Standards
CO - 2000 ppmv
NOx -
Rich-burn - 90 ppmv @ 15% O,
Lean-burn - 150 ppmv @ 15% O,
Diesd - 600 ppmv @ 15% O,
Engine Operation Inspection Plan required by 4/18/95

Compliance Schedule

Complete Authority to Construct by 5/15/95
Commence construction by 1/1/97
Demonstrate full compliance by 5/15/97 (5/15/99 if engine removed)

Monitoring and Records

Maintain inspection log
Documentation supporting exemption
Annua Emissions report

Test Methods
NOx - EPA Method 7E

CO - EPA Method 10
O, - EPA Method 3A
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Kern County APCD
Rule 427. Stationary Piston Engines (Oxides of Nitrogen)
(Adopted 6/1/87, Amended 10/13/94, 1/25/96)

Applicability
> 50 bhp; al fudl types

Exemptions

Agricultural operations

Emergency standby engines operated < 200 hours/year

Engines used for firefighting or flood control

Laboratory engines used in research and testing

Engines operated exclusively for performance verification and testing
Portable engines not operated at the same site for more than one year

Requirements
For engines > 50 bhp: follow required maintenance schedule

For engines > 250 bhp after 6/1/97:
CO - 2000 ppm
NOx 50 ppm or 90% reduction (rich-burn)
125 ppm or 80 % reduction (lean-burn)
2 gm/bhp-hr if combustion modification used exclusively (125 ppm if
no means to measure shaft power output) (Iean burn)
600 ppm or 30% reduction (diesel)

- If engine efficiency exceeds 30 percent, ppm limits adjusted higher

Monitoring

For rich-burn engines, use automatic controls, equipment, procedures, or sensing devices
that indicate NOx and CO concentrations. For rich-burn engines equipped with catalysts,
use controls that will maintain air to fuel ratio within recommended limits.
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Kern County APCD
Rule 427. Stationary Piston Engines (Oxides of Nitrogen)
(continued)

Monitoring

For lean-burn and diesel engines, monitor NOx and CO concentrations, or if catalysts are
used, monitor flow rate of reducing compounds.

Administrative Requirements

Emission Control Plan required

Engine service log

Engine operating log for engines subject to emission limits
Source test required every calendar year

Test Methods
NOx - EPA Method 7E or ARB Method 100
CO - EPA Method 10 or ARB Method 100
O, - EPA Method 3 or 3A, or ARB Method 100

Compliance Schedule

For service requirements, submit emission control plan by 1/1/95; be in compliance by
5/31/95

For emissions limits, submit emissions compliance plan by 6/1/96; be in compliance by
6/1/97 (6/1/98 for cyclically loaded engines, 5/31/99 for public water districts)
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San Diego County APCD
Rule 69.4: Stationary Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 9/27/94)

Applicability
> 50 bhp, located at major stationary source

Exemptions

Used in connection with a structure for not more than four families

Agricultural operations

Engines operated for < 200 hours per year

Emergency standby engines operated < 52 hours per year for maintenance

Emergency standby engines at nuclear generating stations operated < 500 hours per year
for maintenance

Military tactical deployable equipment operated < 1,000 hours per year

Standards
CO - 4500 ppm
NOx - 50 ppm or 90% reduction (rich-burn, all fuels except waste derived)
NOx - 125 ppm or 80% reduction (lean-burn; also rich-burn, waste derived fuels)
- 700 ppm or 25% reduction (diesel)

Monitoring and Recordkeeping

Maintain maintenance records

Keep operating log for engines exempt due to low usage

Maintain monthly records for engine and control equipment parameters
Test Methods

ARB Method 100

Compliance Schedule

Submit permit application by 1/27/95 if modifications needed
Be in compliance by 5/31/95

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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Mojave Desert AQMD
Rule 1160: Internal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 12/20/93, Amended 10/26/94)

Applicability
> 500 bhp, located in Federal Ozone Nonattainment Area

Requirements

CO - 4500 ppmv
NOx - 50 ppmv or 90% reduction (rich-burn)
- 140 ppmv or 80% reduction (lean-burn)
- 700 ppmv or 30% reduction (diesel)
VOC - 106 ppmv, except 255 ppmv at SCG Newberry Spring facility

“ All ppmv limits are to be corrected to dry conditions at 15% O,

Higher ppm limits allowed for engine efficiencies greater than 30 percent
Emission Control Plan required if facility proposes to aggregate emissions or requests an
extension to the compliance schedule

Exemptions

< 500 bhp

Engines operating < 100 hours over four continuous calendar quarters
Emergency engines
Engines located outside of the Federal Ozone Nonattainment Area

Monitoring and Recordkeeping

Engine inspection required once every calendar quarter or after every 2,000 hours of
operation, whichever is more frequent

Source test required every 12 months

Maintain log on each engine recording fuel use, maintenance performed, and other
information required in Emission Control Plan

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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Mojave Desert AQMD
Rule 1160: Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Test Methods

NOx - EPA Method 7E

CO - EPA Method 10

VOC - EPA Methods 18, 25, and/or 25A

O, - EPA Method 3A

Exempt compounds - ASTM Method D 4457-85

Compliance Schedule

Final Compliance for SCG by 11/3/95 to 1/17/97 (engine-specific)

Fina Compliance for PG&E:
30% of installed horsepower by 11/30/96
60% of installed horsepower by 6/30/97
100% of installed horsepower by 6/30/98

Y olo-Solano AQMD
Rule 2.32: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 8/10/94)

Applicability
> 50 bhp; operated on gaseous fuels, LPG, or diesel
Exemptions
Engines used for agricultural operations
Engines < 50 bhp
Engines operated < 200 hours/year
Emergency standby engines operated <50 hours/year for maintenance purposes
Engines used in research or teaching programs

Engines used in test stands to evaluate engine performance
Diesdl engines with a permitted capacity factor < 15%

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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Y olo-Solano AQMD
Rule 2.32: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)
Exemptions (continued)
Diesel engines used to power cranes and welding equipment

Limits

CO - 2,000 ppmv

5/31/95 limits:
NOx - 9.5 gm/bhp-hr or 640 ppmv (rich-burn)
- 10.1 gm/bhp-hr or 740 ppmv (lean-burn)
- 9.6 gm/bhp-hr or 700 ppmv (diesel)

If 5/31/95 limits not met, then following limits apply by 5/31/97:
NOx - 90 ppmv (rich-burn)
- 150 ppmv (lean-burn)
- 600 ppmv (diesd)
If 5/31/95 and 5/31/97 limits not met, engine must be removed by 5/15/99.
Engine operator inspection plan required
Inspection log required
Test Methods
NOx - EPA Method 7E
CO - EPA Method 10
O, - EPA Method 3A

Heating value of ail - ASTM Method D240-87
Heating value of gaseous fuel - ASTM Method D1826-77

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD
Rule412: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
Located at Major Stationary Sour ces of NOx
(Adopted 6/1/95)

Applicability
All engines > 50 bhp at major stationary sources

Exemptions

Emergency standby
Agricultural operations
Test stands

Emission control evaluation
Nonroad engines

Motor vehicles

Flight line engines

Limits
After 7/1/95:
NOx CO NMHC
Rich-burn 50 4000 250
Lean-burn 125 4000 750
Diesdl 700 4000 750

NOx limits after 5/31/97:
Rich-burn - 25 ppmv or 90% reduction
Lean-burn - 65 ppmv or 90% reduction
Diesel - 80 ppmv or 90% reduction

Rich-burn engines exempt from 5/31/97 NOx limits if operated fewer than 40 to 200 hours
per year, depending on size. Diesdl engines exempt from 5/31/97 NOx limits if engines
operate fewer than 200 to 1435 hours per year, depending on size. If retrofit isrequired to
meet the 5/31/97 limits, the 7/1/95 limits do not apply.

Compliance date extended to 5/31/99 if engine removed from service.

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD
Rule412: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
Located at Major Stationary Sour ces of NOx
(continued)

Test Requirements

Source test required every 8,760 hours of operation or every 5 years, whichever is shorter.

Monitoring and Recordkeeping

Operational record required
Test Methods
NMHC - EPA Method 25, or 25A and 18

For spark-ignited engines:
NOx, CO, O, - ARB Method 100

For diesdl engines:
NOx - EPA Method 7E
CO - EPA Method 10
O, - EPA Method 3A

San Joaquin Valley Unified APCD
Rule 4701: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(Adopted 5/21/92, Amended 12/17/92, 10/20/94, 3/16/95, 12/19/96)

Applicability
Engines rated greater than 50 brake horsepower and requiring a permit

Exemptions

Agricultural operations
Standby engines
Engines used exclusively for fire fighting or flood control

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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San Joaquin Valley Unified APCD
Rule 4701: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Exemptions (continued)

Laboratory engines used in research and testing

Engines used for performance verification and testing

Gas turbines

Portable engines

Natural gas-fired engines, when using other fuels during a natural gas
curtailment, if operated no more than 336 hours per year on the other fuel

Military Tactical Equipment

Trangportable engines

Enginesrated at 50 brake horsepower or fewer

Limits
Table 1
Category NOx CO
Rich-burn 9.5 gm/bhp-hr or 640 ppmv 2000 ppmv
Lean-burn 10.1 gm/bhp-hr or 740 ppmv 2000 ppmv
Diesdl 9.6 gm/bhp-hr or 700 ppmv 2000 ppmv
Table 2
Category NOx CO
Rich-burn 90 ppmv or 80% reduction 2000 ppmv
Lean-burn 150 ppmv or 70% reduction 2000 ppmv
Diesd 600 ppmv or 20% reduction 2000 ppmv

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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San Joaquin Valley Unified APCD
Rule 4701: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines

(continued)
Table 3

Category NOx
Waste derived gaseous fuel 125 ppmv or 80% reduction
Rich-burn oil well pumps 300 ppmv
Other rich-burn engines 50 ppmv or 90% reduction
ppmv
Lean-burn 75 ppmv or 85% reduction
ppmv
Diesd or dual fuel 80 ppmv or 90% reduction

CO VOC
2000 ppmv 750 ppmv
2000 ppmv (none)

2000 ppmv 250
2000 ppmv 750
2000 ppmv 750 ppmv

Table 3 limits not applicable to engines operating fewer than 1,000 hours per year.

Compliance Schedule

Emission Control Plan submitted by 12/19/97

If engine to be modified, permit application required by 12/19/97 or 24 months

before compliance required, whichever is later

-Non-cyclic natural gas-fired enginesin Central and Western Kern County Fields:

Category Tablel Table 2
Central NR* 12/31/95
Western NR 12/31/95

* NR = not required

C-23
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5/31/99
5/31/01
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San Joaquin Valley Unified APCD
Rule 4701: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

-Non-natural gas fueled engines, operating on those fuels on 10/20/94, in Central and
Western Kern County Fields, mgor NOXx sources:

-Cyclic loaded natura gas-fired enginesin Central and Western Kern County Fields:

-Other engines at major NOx sources operating outside of the area west of Interstate
Highway 5 in Fresno, Kern, and Kings counties:

Category Tablel Table 2 Table 3
Public Water Districts NR* 5/31/99 NR
Rich-burn oil well pumps

-Early RACT Compliance 5/31/95 NR 12/31/97
Delayed RACT Compliance NR 5/31/97 NR
Other Western Kern Co. Field

engines

-Early RACT Compliance 5/31/95 NR 5/31/01

-Delayed RACT Compliance NR 5/31/97 5/31/01
All other engines

-Early RACT Compliance 5/31/95 NR 5/31/99

-Delayed RACT Compliance NR 5/31/97 5/31/99

-All Other Engines:

Category Tablel Table 2 Table 3
Rich-burn oil well pumps
-Early Compliance NR NR 12/31/97 -
Delayed non-Westside Comp. NR 5/31/99 NR
-Delayed Westside Comp. NR 5/31/01 NR
All other engines
-Non-Westside Compliance  NR NR 5/31/99
-Westside Compliance NR NR 5/31/01

* NR = not required

Operators allowed to use an aternative emissions compliance plan in place of limits for
individua engines.

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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San Joaquin Valley Unified APCD
Rule 4701: Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Monitoring Equipment

For engines with external control devices, CEMS for NOX, CO, and O2, or
alternate monitoring system

For engines without external control devices, monitor operational characteristics as
recommended by engine manufacturer or emission control supplier

Administrative Requirements

Emissions Control Plan required
Maintain engine operating log

Testing
Initial source test required; every 24 months thereafter

Annua testing of arepresentative sample of engines allowed for sites with multiple
identical engines

Test Methods
NOx - EPA Method 7E, or ARB Method 100
CO - EPA Method 10, or ARB Method 100
O, - EPA Method 3 or 3A, or ARB Method 100
VOC - EPA Method 25 or 18, referenced as methane
BHP - Any method approved by the APCO and federal EPA

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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San L uis Obispo County APCD
Rule 431, Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(adopted 11/13/96)

Applicability
Engines rated greater than 50 brake horsepower

Exemptions

Engines rated at 50 brake horsepower or fewer

Engines operated fewer than 200 hours per year

Emergency standby engines only operated during emergencies and maintenance
operations,; maintenance limited to 100 hours per year

Engines used in research or teaching programs

Engines used in agricultural operations

Engine test stands used for evaluating engine performance

Diesel engines used to power cranes and welding equipment

Emission Reguirements

Ammonia no more than 20 ppmv

Engine Type NOX CO (ppmv.
Rich-burn 50 ppmv or 90% reduction 4500
Lean-burn 125 ppmv or 80% reduction 4500
Diesdl 600 ppmv or 30% reduction 4500

Source Testing Reguirements

Every 8760 hours of engine operation or every three years, whichever comes first

Administrative Requirements

Inspection plan required

Inspections required every quarter or after 2,000 hours of operation, but no less
frequent than once ayear

Inspection log required

Annual reporting of fuel usage and maintenance

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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San L uis Obispo County APCD
Rule 431, Stationary Internal Combustion Engines
(continued)

Compliance Schedule

November 13, 1996, for engines applying for an initial permit or new facilities.

For spark-ignited engines required to modify, complete Authority to Construct
application must be submitted by May 1, 1999; final compliance by May 1, 2000.

For diesel engines, after May 1, 2000, upon retrofit or replacement of the engine.

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997
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APPENDIX D

EMISSIONS DATA
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Following are tables summarizing emissions data for IC engines. Table D-1 summarizes
datafrom the ARB BACT Clearinghouse for IC engines. This Clearinghouse maintains alist of
best available control technology (BACT) determinations. These determinations are made for new
or modified stationary sources with emissions increases above certain specified levels. Also
included in thislist are permit limits in cases where BACT was not required. Although these data
are for new engines, in many cases existing engines can be retrofitted with the same technology
with similarNOXx reduction results.

Table D-2 summarizes source test data for IC engines from the Ventura County Air
Pollution Control District. All engines were gas-fired. Following is an explanation of the meaning
for each columnin Table D-2:

MANUFACTURER - engine manufacturer

MODEL - engine model designated by the manufacturer

HORSEPOWER - maximum continuous brake horsepower rating of engine

R/L - an"r" signifiesarich-burn engine; an"|" signifies alean-burn engine.

CONTROLS - description of controls on engine; "baseling" indicates the source test was
a baseline test on an uncontrolled engine.

ST - status of engine; d = deleted, ¢ = operational, m = electrified.

NOX IN - NOx emissions in parts per million by volume (ppmv) dry, corrected to
15% oxygen, before the exhaust control device. In some cases, for prestratified
(PSC) engines, the "NOX IN" lists NOx emissionsin ppmv with the PSC system
turned off. If exhaust controls are not used, or emissions were only measured
after the control device, thisvalueislisted as"0".

NOX OUT - NOx emissionsin ppmv dry, corrected to 15% oxygen, in the exhaust for
engines not using exhaust controls, after the control device for engines using
exhaust controls.

NOX REDUCED - the percentage reduction in NOx

CO OUT - carbon monoxide emissionsin ppmv dry, in the exhaust for engines not using
exhaust controls, after the control device for engines using exhaust controls.

NMHC PPM - nonmethane hydrocarbons in parts per million of carbon, dry, in the
exhaust for engines not using exhaust controls, after the control device for engines
using exhaust controls.

DATE TEST - date of the source test, month/day/year

02% - oxygen concentration of the exhaust in percent

NMHC 15% O2 - nonmethane hydrocarbons in parts per million of carbon, dry,
corrected to 15% oxygen, in the exhaust (after the control device for engines using
exhaust controls).

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997



DRAFT

CO 15% O2 - carbon monoxide emissions in ppmv dry, corrected to 15% oxygen, in the
exhaust for engines not using exhaust controls, after the control device for engines
using exhaust controls.

QST - exhaust flow rate in cubic feet per minute at standard conditions.

***xx% - value exceeds space dlotted.

Table D-3 summarizes source test data from Santa Barbara County, while Table D-4
summarizes source test data from San Diego County.
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ARB BACT Clearinghouse Data on |C Engine Controls

[BACT Det. Date | Engine | FudType | Horsepower | Duty Cycle | NOxgm/hp-hr | Control Methods | % Efficiency | District
Jan. 8, 1981 Cooper NG 4130 Continuous 1.75 Clean Burn Unknown BAAQMD
March 27, 1981 Waukesha NG 526 Operates 2/3 of year 1.65 NSCR 90 BAAQMD
Dec. 2, 1982 Cooper Ajax DPC 180 NG 180 Cont., 80% of full power 18 Clean Burn Unknown Ventura
May 12, 1983 Unknown NG 930 Continuous 0.9 Catalyst Unknown San Diego
Sept. 30, 1983 Waukesha NG 200 Continuous 0.7 NSCR 96.7 Ventura
Oct. 19, 1983 Waukesha NG 2133 Cont., 41% of full power 15 NSCR 86 Kern
Oct. 19, 1983 Waukesha NG 1280 Cont., 32% of full power 15 NSCR 86 Kern
March 5, 1984 Waukesha L 7042 NG 2133 Continuous 1 Catalyst Unknown MBUAPCD
May 29, 1984 Waukesha NG 1689 Cont., 64% of full power 1.09 NSCR 90 Kern
July 23, 1984 Transamerica Del aval Dual Fuel 3656 Continuous 37 Stratified Charge Unknown MBUAPCD
Sept. 16, 1984 Cooper-Superior LG 2000 Continuous 15 Clean Burn Unknown MBUAPCD
Nov. 14, 1984 Superior 16S5GTA LG 2650 Cont., 94% of full power 15 Clean Burn 60 Kern
Nov. 14, 1984 Clark HRA-6 NG 600 Continuous 31 SCR 70 SCAQMD
Jan. 28, 1985 Fairbanks-Morse LG 2000 Continuous 15 Clean Burn Unknown MBUAPCD
March 1985 Cooper-Superior 16S5GTA LG 2650 Continuous 15 Clean Burn 86 BAAQMD
Aug. 29, 1985 Cooper-Superior LG 1100 Continuous 15 Clean Burn Unknown BAAQMD
Dec. 2, 1985 Caterpillar G342 NG 225 Continuous 0.8 NSCR 90 Ventura
Dec. 2, 1985 Cooper-Superior LG 2650 Continuous 15 Clean Burn Unknown BAAQMD
May 1986 Del aval DG 7000 Continuous 2 Clean Burn Unknown BAAQMD
July 7, 1986 CumminsKTTA-50CC Diesel 1365 Continuous 54 WI, IR 39 San Diego
August 7, 1986 Caterpillar G3306-TA NG 195 Continuous 15 NSCR 90 Ventura
Sept. 16, 1986 Waukesha DG 865 Continuous 2 Prestratified Charge Unknown Sacramento
Nov. 13, 1986 Cooper LG 2650 Continuous 0.5 Clean Burn 70 SCAQMD
Nov. 13, 1986 Cooper LG 825 Continuous 0.8 Clean Burn 70 SCAQMD
Dec. 31, 1986 Waukesha F 3521 GL DG and NG 773 Continuous 2 Clean Burn Unknown Ventura
March 9, 1987 Caterpillar 3516TA NG 1150 Hoursper day: 22 14 Clean Burn 92 San Diego
Nov. 19, 1987 Unknown Diesel Unknown Unknown Unknown TC,SCAC,4deg IR Unknown Santa Barbara
Dec. 18, 1987 Alco 12V-251-S] NG 2000 Continuous 0.75 Clean Burn Unknown Kings
Nov. 25, 1988 Caterpillar G398 NG 525 Continuous 1 NSCR Unknown Kern
Aug. 30, 1989 Det. Diesel 16V-149TIB Diesel 2340 Emergency Standby 15 TC,IC, SCR 85 SCAQMD
Aug. 31, 1989 Caterpillar 3606 Diesel 2100 One-fourth of full power 24 SCR 80 SCAQMD
Oct. 27, 1989 Caterpillar D398TA Diesel 850 Continuous for 90 days 7.1 IR of 5deg Unknown MBUAPCD
Dec. 8, 1989 Caterpillar Diesel 235 Emer gency firewater pump 14 None 0 Kern
Jan. 12, 1990 Unknown Diesel Unknown Temporary Unknown SCR Unknown MBUAPCD
Jan. 12, 1990 Unknown NA Unknown Temporary Unknown partial elect. Unknown MBUAPCD
Feb. 7, 1990 GM EMD 12-567 Diesel 1120 Continuous 0.4 SCR 94 SCAQMD
Feb. 7, 1990 Cooper Bessemer JS-8-1 Diesel 1420 Continuous 04 SCR 94 SCAQMD
Feb. 7, 1990 Cooper Bessemer LSV-16 Diesel 2500 Continuous 04 SCR 94 SCAQMD
July 17, 1990 Caterpillar G398TA NG 700 Continuous 0.79 NSCR 92 Santa Barbara
Dec. 21, 1990 Cummins KTA-1150 Diesel 480 Temporary, 360 hrs max. 11.2 IR of 6 deg Unknown MBUAPCD
Dec. 21, 1990 Cummins6BT 3.9 Diesel 140 Temporary, 360 hrs max. 11.2 IR of 6 deg Unknown MBUAPCD
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TABLE D-1 (Continued)

[BACT Det. Date | Engine | Fud Type | Horsepower | Duty Cycle | NOxgm/hp-hr | Control Methods | % Efficiency | District
Dec. 21, 1990 Cummins4BT 3.9 Diesel 70 Temporary, 360 hrs max. 11.2 IR of 6 deg Unknown MBUAPCD
Dec. 21, 1990 Detroit Diesel 8V92TA Diesel 400 Temporary, 360 hrs max. 11.2 IR of 6 deg Unknown MBUAPCD
June 1, 1991 Caterpillar 3512 NG, LPG 525 Hoursper day: 20 15 NSCR 96 SCAQMD
Oct. 24, 1991 Waukesha NG, LPG 200 Continuous 15 NSCR 86 SIVUAPCD
Nov. 12, 1991 GM 500 cu. in. NG 380 One-third of full power 11 NSCR 90 SIVUAPCD
Nov. 12, 1991 Waukesha Propane, NG 200 Unknown 15 NSCR Unknown SIVUAPCD
Nov. 15, 1991 Cummins-Onan 45 EM LPG 82 Emergency Standby 15 NSCR 60 SIVUAPCD
Dec. 2, 1991 Waukesha NG, Propane 200 Continuous 15 NSCR 86 SIVUAPCD
Jan. 6, 1992 Unknown Diesel 211 Continuous 6.2 TC,WI, IR 64 SIVUAPCD
Feb. 25, 1992 Cooper-Superior 16S5GTA LG 2650 Continuous 0.8 Clean Burn Unknown San Diego
March 26, 1993 Waukesha 5900GL DG, NG 913 Continuous 1.25 Clean Burn Unknown BAAQMD
June 18, 1993 Unknown Diesel 951 Unknown 6.6 TC,IC,4deg IR 40 SIVUAPCD
June 15, 1994 Caterpillar 3412 Diesel 800 Unknown Unknown 4deg IR Unknown Feather River
May 2, 1995 Ford L SG-875 TV,LPG 175 Unknown 50 ppm NSCR 90 SIVUAPCD
May 18, 1995 Caterpillar 3306TA NG 130 Unknown 0.15 NSCR Unknown Ventura
July 20, 1995 Generac 94A01244-S Propane 72 Emer gency Standby Unknown NSCR 80 SIVUAPCD

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS:

BACT Det. Date = Best Available Control Technology Deter mination Date
Cost-Effect = Cost-effectivenessin dollars per pound of NOx removed
deg = Degrees of crankshaft rotation

DG = Digester gas

IC = Intercooled

IR =Injection Timing Retard

LG = Landfill gas

NA = Not applicable

NG = Natrual gas

NSCR = Nonselective catalytic reduction

SCAC = Separate circuit aftercooler

SCR = Secective catalytic reduction

TC = Turbocharged

WI =Water injection

DISTRICT ABBREVIATIONS:

BAAQMD = Bay Area Air Quality Management District

Feather River = Feather River Air Quality Management District

Kern = Kern County Air Pollution Control District

Kings = Kings County Air Pollution Control District

MBUAPCD = Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District

SIVUAPCD = San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District

D-1-2

Sacramento = Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
San Diego = San Diego County Air Pollution Control District

Santa Barbara = Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District
Ventura = Ventura County Air Pollution Control District



MANUFACTURER

Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Caterpillar
Tecogen
Tecogen Cogen
Tecogen
Tecogen Cogen
Tecogen Cogen
Waukesha
Waukesha
Caterpillar
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar

MODEL

JVG-8
JVG-6
G379
CM-60
CM-60
CM-60
CM-60
CM-75
F3521GU
F3521GU
G3306
140GZ
P9390G
P9390G
P9390G
P9390G
P9390G
P9390G
P9390G
P9390G
P9390G
P9390G
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379
G379

HORSE
POWER

225
165
295
87
87
87
87
108
391
391
67
116
800
800
800
800
800
796
796
800
800
800
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Houstonlnd Cat
Houstonlnd Cat
Houston Ind CC
Englehard Cat
Englehard Cat
Englehard Cat
Englehard Cat
Englehard Cat
R-B NSCR

R-B NSCR

R-B NSCR

PSC

PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC heat/cogen
PSC heat/cogen
PSC heat/cogen
PSC heat/cogen
PSC PreStrat Ch
DGEC-PSC AirEGR
PSC heat/cogen
PSC Heat/Cogen
PSC heat/cogen
PSC

PSC

PSC

Baseline

PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC

PSC

PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

NOX
IN

564

457

786

7452

732

954

898

14

23
14

852

NOX
ouT

32
29
31
10

39

22
23
24

43
23
19
33
50
39
22
20
29
24
63
37

898

14
a2
29
23
14
43
39
68
33

NOX
REDUCED

94.300
93.700
96.100
98.700
0.000
99.800
0.000
0.000
97.900
95.500
94.100
97.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
94.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
93.400
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
92.100
0.000
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co
ouT

8613
7358
3686
5143
551
2653
1271
1583

Kk kokk
Kk kokk

Kk kokk

154
275
190
344
209
336
334
323
202
267
335
202
388
415
349
396
466
370

359
354
285
380
351
334

NMHC
PPM

84.000
100.000
184.000

6.000
0.000
11.000
0.000
0.000
106.000

82.000

76.000
137.000

44.000
173.700

27.000

41.000

35.000

40.000

43.000

30.000

0.000

24.000

85.300

27.500
430.000
104.900
208.900
113.500
122.500
377.000

46.600
134.000

53.300

0.000

10.000

677.000

DATE
TEST

12/10/87
03/04/88
12/10/87
06/18/90
06/18/92
06/18/90
06/18/92
06/18/92
12/11/89
06/11/90
12/11/89
12/21/86
10/20/87
06/27/89
07/30/92
06/27/89
07/30/92
03/24/87
12/29/87
06/27/89
05/15/90
07/30/92
06/27/89
12/12/91
07/29/92
06/19/86
11/24/86
03/23/87
06/27/89
07/29/92
03/23/87
03/03/88
06/27/89
05/15/90
12/12/91
07/29/92

02%

0.200
0.100
0.400
0.100
1.100
0.100
1.000
1.500
0.010
0.100
0.100
9.100
6.700
7.450
6.740
7.120
7.190
6.900
9.000
6.770
7.500
6.070
8.170
2.120
8.480
1.900
8.800
9.000
9.580
8.570
8.600
8.300
8.790
8.400
1.310
8.650

NMHC
15% 02

23.942
28.365
52.956
2.000
0.000
3.000
0.000
0.000
30.000
23.000
22.000
68.500
18.282
0.000
11.390
0.000
14.920
16.857
21.319
0.000
0.000
9.420
0.000
12.840
204.000
32.574
101.860
56.273
0.000
180.240
22.353
62.746
0.000
0.000
4.450
325.000

co
15%02

2454913
2087.125
1060.849
1452.000
164.000
777.000
377.000
481.000
11040.000
3401.000
5229.000
77.000
114.261
83.200
143.000
89.300
144.520
140.757
160.143
84.300
118.000
133.220
135.000
181.000
197.000
108.374
193.091
231.042
192.000
211.740
172.203
165.762
139.000
179.000
156.000
161.000

QST

117
7484
115
6361
8364
585
528
193

1042
723
1145
746

992
2386
690
516
575
292

548
294

516
199
410
296



MANUFACTURER

Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Tecogen
Tecogen

Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Minneapolis-Mol
Minneapolis-Mol
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Tecogen
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar

MODEL

G398
G398
G353
HRA-6
HRA-6
HRA-6
HRA-6
HRA-6
HRA-6
HRA-6
HRA-6
HRA-6
HRA-6
CM-200
CM-200
XVG
XVG
800-6A
800-6A
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
CM-75
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398

HORSE
POWER

500

201
201
350
350
160
160
1100
1100
1100
1110
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
108
412
412
412
412
412
412
412

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

None?

None?

JM CC

Sel Cat Convert
Nergas SCR
Nergas SCR
Nergas SCR
Nergas SCR
KleenaireProces
Nergas SCR
Nergas SCR
Nergas SCR
Nergas SCR
Englehard Cat
Englehard Cat
TWC

TWC

HIS, DN S1475
HIS, DN/S1475
Clean Burn ECS
Clean Burn ECS
Clean Burn ESC
Clean Burn ESC
Clean Burn ECS
Clean Burn ESC
Clean Burn ESC
Clean Burn ESC
Clean Burn ESC
Englehard Cat
ECSNSCR
ECSNSCR
ECSNSCR
ECSNSCR

ESC NSCR
ECSNSCR
Catalyst(noPSC)

3 3 °

o

NOX
IN

672
1159
619
1237
679
1094
885
636
1312

NOX
ouT

26
26
29
82
155
72
222
83
180
104
55
166
64
10
36

48

64
65
218
7
238
97
248
1096
302
64
37
24
26
18
20
39

NOX
REDUCED

0.000
0.000
0.000
87.800
86.600
88.400
82.100
87.776
83.500
88.200
91.352
87.300
88.612
97.200
94.500
99.000
40.700
99.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
89.500
0.000
0.000
95.700
0.000
0.000
93.700
0.000

D-2-2

co
ouT

468
473
208
284
290
267
256
402
246
301
481
239
167
*okk ok ok
1433
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok

Kk kokk

3877
130
120
123
141

81

59
5095
820
3755
7891
2061
cxxnn
3484
2062

NMHC
PPM

367.000
98.000
0.000
227.000
200.900
112.500
0.000
387.000
346.800
163.700
260.000
0.000
300.000
48.000
13.000
109.000
638.000
225.000
76.000
29.000
47.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
43.000
21.000
0.000
60.770
168.000
0.000
315.000
111.000
46.900

DATE
TEST

07/30/92
07/30/92
03/27/92
03/26/87
08/26/88
05/23/89
04/23/90
06/12/92
12/22/86
05/06/88
05/02/89
04/23/90
06/12/92
12/07/89
04/13/90
01/07/88
08/25/88
12/05/91
03/11/92
02/06/86
05/05/86
08/22/86
10/31/86
02/06/87
05/08/87
01/08/88
10/30/89
01/13/89
03/30/89
05/11/90
12/07/90
12/19/91
05/11/90
10/19/90
12/19/91
07/06/89

02%

12.020
8.590
2.000

14.100

13.500

13.900

13.000

15.200

14.200

13.600

13.100

13.100

14.400
0.100
0.100
1.500
8.900
0.020
0.100
16.600
16.800
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
15.400
16.070
0.100
0.010
0.050
0.100
0.010
0.060
0.100
0.090

NMHC
15% 02

243.000
47.000
3.000
196.956
160.177
95.000
0.000
401.000
305.391
132.305
196.667
0.000
273.000
16.000
4.000
33.149
313.683
63.880
21.000
39.791
67.634
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
17.000
48.000
0.000
89.000
32.000
0.000

co
15%02

311.000
227.000
63.000
246.412
231.216
225.000
191.000
416.000
216.627
243.274
363.833
180.000
152.000
7574.000
405.000
6489.696
6286.450
5969.230
1095.000
178.372
172.683
164.932
189.068
108.614
0.000
0.000
0.000
72.300
0.000
231.000
1063.000
2227.000
836.000
3037.000
986.000
584.700

QST

431
311
169

2642
2246
719

2246
631
358
370

89

o O o o o o

5021
5499
156

224
465



MANUFACTURER

Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Ajax
Waukesha
Waukesha
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Tecogen
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
Waukesha

MODEL

G398
G398
G398
G398
DCP-115
GMVA-8
GMVA-8
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
16SGTA
CM-60
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
L7042G

HORSE
POWER

412
412
412
412
140
165
165
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
2650
79
775
775
775
775
625
625
625
858

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

ECSNSCR

PSC Turbo

PSC Turbo

PSC Turbo

None

ECSNOx Control
ECSNOx Control

Clean Burn

Clean Burn

Clean Burn
Clean Burn
None

Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Engelhard Deoxo
Engelhard Deoxo
Engelhard Deoxo
Woodward Govern

NOX
IN

o o o o o

384
174
42
52
30
24
49
35
35
a5

43
39
76
75
89
77
77

o O o o o o o

572

618

NOX
ouT

25
74
21
40
89
23
19
a2
52
30
24
49
35
35
a5
79

43
39
76
75
89
77
77
7
82
78
177

10
32
19

N O

43

NOX
REDUCED

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
94.000
89.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
99.100
0.000
0.000
93.000

D-2-3

co
ouT

4859
3725
1432
5500
198
9283

Kk kokk

307
339
323
362
287
287
374

237

331
356
377
434
407
407
268

362
338
7061
2802
*okk ok ok
6875
6000
210

Kk kokk

7329

NMHC
PPM

0.000
799.000
118.000

53.000
Rk k kKK kK

0.000
394.100

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

50.000
50.000

0.000

0.000

19.800

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

6.000

6.000

0.000

0.000

21.900
23.000
653.000

Kkkkkkkk
Kkkkkkkk

Kkkkkkkk

258.000

165.000

270.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

05/11/90
05/17/90
10/19/90
12/19/91
05/17/90
07/02/86
06/15/87
08/14/86
08/25/87
01/26/88
04/26/88
08/18/88
09/06/88
10/06/88
12/20/88
06/16/89
06/01/90
08/14/86
08/25/87
01/26/88
04/26/88
08/18/88
09/07/88
10/07/88
12/20/88
06/16/89
06/01/90
03/29/89
06/19/92
06/19/92
06/19/92
06/19/92
12/17/82
12/17/82
12/17/82
03/10/87

02%

0.050
0.300
0.040
0.200
14.700
0.000
1.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
11.600
8.100
8.440
7.400
7.980
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
8.900
10.800
8.260
7.500
8.040
3.200
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.500
0.010
0.200
0.010
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
229.000
33.000
15.000

Rk k ok kK kK
0.000
116.844
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
31.720
23.047
0.000
3.600
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
2.950
3.505
0.000
4.200
0.000
0.000
185.000
308.000
341.000
694.000
72.867
47.029
76.257
0.000

co
15%02

1375.000
1067.000
405.000
1568.000
188.000
2752.246
8894.472
0.000
152.210
168.076
160.143
179.479
182.075
132.289
177.095
119.100
0.000
0.000
164.109
176.504
186.916
215.176
200.108
237.752
125.095
141.000
0.000
0.000
2003.000
795.000
2922.000
1988.000
1694.591
59.855
3191.479
2078.899

QST

410

230

N
nN
N

o O O O o o o o o o

6377

o O O o o o o

5055
146
350
353
336
228

o o o o



MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Ajax

Ajax

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
DP230

DP230

L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G

HORSE
POWER

858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
230
230
858
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
858
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Woodward Govern

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR

o

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

NOX
IN

583
630
764
2417
2257
71
52
626
619
640

1074
691
635
769

2563

1231
501
448
458
513
565
425
596
597
641
571

2014

2248
513
629
669
690
452
171

NOX
ouT

a5
53
50
166
197
10

67
46

16
18

16
56
61
16

21

38

18
55
18
29

227
53
12
31
14
18
37

NOX
REDUCED

92.300
91.600
93.500
93.100
91.300
87.000
92.000
99.000
89.000
93.000
0.000
0.000
98.500
97.400
99.800
97.900
97.800
95.000
99.000
98.000
95.000
99.000
93.000
99.000
97.000
90.800
97.200
94.900
88.700
97.600
97.000
95.000
98.000
97.000
91.000
97.000

D-2-4

co
ouT

3123
7607
3028
558
2175

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

1420
3500
3665
174
133
9980
1528
*okk ok ok
466
710
4790
5550
9561

*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
6332
*okk ok ok
8957
5300
5714
*okk ok ok
8896
2774
8482
5475
1680
2800

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

Kkkkkkkk

Kkkkkkkk

15.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

05/27/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/30/89
06/05/89
09/13/89
12/12/89
03/09/90
09/24/87
09/24/87
02/04/87
05/27/87
10/19/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/30/89
06/05/89
09/13/89
12/12/89
03/05/90
04/09/90
03/10/87
05/27/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/30/89
06/30/89
09/13/89
12/12/89
03/05/90
03/09/90

02%

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
17.600
16.300
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

Kkkkkkkk

Kkkkkkkk

4.236
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

885.851
2157.755
858.904
158.279
616.947
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
311.091
170.587
2818.669
433.423
3468.803
132.183
201.394
1358.702
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
2540.688
1503.365
1620.798
3097.784
2523.385
786.856
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

QST

o O O O o o o o o o o
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©



MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G

HORSE
POWER

775
858
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
858
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
858
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
858
858

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Englehard NSCR
Woodward Govern

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Woodward Govern

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Woodward Govern

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR

3 3 3 3 333333333 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 83

NOX
IN

532
475
338
357
353
720
913
202
157
179
191
180
512
335
283
1342
879
144
135
163
154
674
345
677
531
766
2094
2114
394
380
285
439
699
410
1614
773

NOX
ouT

B ® ©® O N N P P P N O w w o R

17
35
30

10

17
1

NOX
REDUCED

92.000
1.000
99.100
99.200
1.000
99.000
99.900
99.000
99.000
99.000
99.000
1.000
98.400
98.200
99.600
98.200
99.500
97.000
99.000
98.000
98.000
94.000
89.000
99.700
98.500
97.800
98.300
98.600
98.000
98.000
96.000
99.000
97.000
97.000
99.900
99.900

D-2-5

co
ouT

9310

*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
6700
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
3041
*okk ok ok
2137
9950
789

3825
2480

Kk kokk
Kk kokk

Kk kokk

8985
2513

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

213

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
63.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

04/09/90
03/10/87
05/27/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/30/89
06/05/89
09/13/89
12/12/89
03/10/87
05/28/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/30/89
06/05/89
09/13/89
12/12/89
03/05/90
03/10/87
05/28/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/31/89
06/05/89
09/13/89
12/12/89
03/09/90
03/09/90
02/06/87
05/29/87

02%

0.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.010
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
17.793
0.000

co
15%02

0.000
4262.466
3900.240
5997.293
6040.409
9020.476
8788.731

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000
9631.466
1900.481
5997.293
6607.716
4779.567
9018.774

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000
6686.288

606.168
2822.356
223.803
1084.976
703.462

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000
4534.442

60.418

QST

593

a
o
N

0
595
0
0



MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G

HORSE
POWER

775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
858
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
513
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Woodward Govern

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

NOX
IN

494
539

2589

2562
489
493
385
409
477
559
235
333
280
255
717
780
144
116
103
127
560
498

970
839
620
694

2147

2338
495
337
363
372
442
360
407

NOX
ouT

1
27
18
23
57
37

11
a7
21
15

20
22
43
a5
21
11
12
17

20
13

NOX
REDUCED

99.600
99.800
99.900
99.400
99.000
99.000
99.000
97.000
99.000
99.000
95.300
91.900
93.600
91.000
92.100
95.300
98.000
95.000
95.000
91.000
91.000
96.000
91.900
99.200
99.600
96.800
96.800
98.000
98.100
96.000
97.000
97.000
96.000
98.000
94.000
96.700

D-2-6

co
ouT

cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
4340

cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn

281

cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn

7489

Kk kokk

5000
*okk ok ok
201

4750
2738
6480
7556
1735

*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk

Kk kokk

5000

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
42.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/31/89
06/30/89
09/14/89
12/12/89
03/09/90
03/09/90
03/10/87
05/29/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/31/89
06/05/89
09/14/89
12/28/89
03/09/90
04/09/90
06/06/90
02/24/87
05/29/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/31/89
06/05/89
09/14/89
12/28/89
03/05/90
04/09/90
06/06/90

02%

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
1.300
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.400
0.100
0.100
0.010
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
0.100
0.200
0.010

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
11.862
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

10825.370
4101.635
5829.087
1231.058

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
9662.385
6085.226

10825.370
7488.462
7516.827
8396.154

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
1410.000
4164.739
57.014
1347.356
776.644
1838.077
2143.288
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
1410.000

QST

o O O o o o o
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596
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597
0
594
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595



MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Tecogen
Tecogen
Tecogen
Inger soll-Rand
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
L7042G
CM-60
C-60
C-60
SVG-12
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU

HORSE
POWER

858
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
858
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
775
80
87
87
660
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR

Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Engelhardt CC
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR

None

None

Cat Control

MEI Cat Muffler
Cat Conv

Cat Conv

NSCR

NSCR

NSCR

MEI Cat Muffler
Cat Conv

Cat Conv

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

(1]

NOX
IN

1204
691
576
714

2432

2189
252
210
185
254
243
565
950
668
660

2206

1922
464
213
865
472
497
505

537
711
1799
426
564
676
497
572
2005
318

NOX
ouT

1
15

150
28
12

21
10
59
a2
32
12
14
15
27
32

246

192

165

23
84
28
a2
62
18
39

114
26

NOX
REDUCED

99.600
98.400
97.400
99.200
93.800
98.700
95.000
97.000
99.000
98.000
94.000
91.000
99.700
96.900
98.500
97.300
97.800
93.000
94.000
94.000
97.000
95.000
94.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
98.900
96.800
95.300
93.400
92.530
90.680
96.400
93.200
94.300
91.800

D-2-7

co
ouT

Kk kokk

3806
4021
390
4000
8874

*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk

Kk kokk

2576
9896
679
6098
4120

-
-
-
-
6564

-

Kk kokk

247

264

306
3600

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

3189

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

74.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

170.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

35.000

28.000

110.000

135.000
0.000
0.000

75.200

135.800

116.000

131.000
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

02/09/87
05/29/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/31/89
06/05/89
09/14/89
12/28/89
03/05/90
04/09/90
02/10/87
09/22/87
12/08/87
03/22/88
06/29/88
03/31/89
06/05/89
09/14/89
12/28/89
03/05/90
04/09/90
05/31/89
09/20/89
09/20/89
02/09/82
12/11/87
02/22/88
08/01/88
10/07/89
08/06/90
07/29/92
12/01/87
02/22/88
08/02/88

02%

0.010
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
0.200
0.400
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
4.200
3.860
3.660
0.100
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.070
0.040
0.100
0.000
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

20.900
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

48.927
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

12.000
9.650

31.202

38.293
0.000
0.000

53.630

101.000

33.000

37.159
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

3247.401
1079.587
1140.572
110.625
1134.615
2517.144
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
2848.117
192.601
1729.721
1168.654
3797.558
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
92.000
105.000
1021.154
3118.207
0.000
0.000
3808.900
3979.000
902.000
3566.380
0.000
0.000

QST
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MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Worthington
Worthington
Worthington

MODEL

L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L7042GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
GMV
GMV
G342
G342
G342
G342
G342
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
58-2

58-2

58-2

HORSE
POWER

1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
1250
748
748
748
748
748
748
660
660
225
225
225
225
225
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
1000
1000
1000

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

NSCR

NSCR

NSCR

NSCR

MEI Cat Muffler
Cat Conv

Cat Conv
NSCR

NSCR

NSCR

ESC

ESC
ECSNSCR
ESC Model 45
ESC Model 45
ECSNSCR
NergasGNA deNOx
NergasGNA deNOx
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
ESC NSCR
ESC NSCR
ECSNSCR
ECSLoNox 44
ECSCat Conv
NSCR
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
NSCR
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSLoNOx 44
None

None

o o o o a o o

NOX
IN

215
613
554
694
67
635
841
845
793
508
391
322
571
588
622
782
304
170
436
443
618
566
395
443
116
587
501
260
162
546
461
565
519
425
195
52

NOX
ouT

40

31

56
12
49
18
30
49
28
46
31
52
65
151
170

13

17
15

25

16

29

425
195
52

NOX
REDUCED

81.395
92.840
94.280
93.700
89.600
91.200
98.600
94.201
97.670
94.900
87.430
91.080
92.000
94.660
92.540
91.700
50.300
0.000
99.500
97.100
97.200
97.360
99.500
99.800
94.000
95.660
99.200
93.800
98.100
94.750
99.100
99.300
99.200
0.000
0.000
0.000

D-2-8

co
ouT

Kk kokk

7947
2643

Kk kokk

4460
2522

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

7917
9963
8648

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

3211
7353

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

7222

Kk kokk

7400

Kk kokk

9053
410
331

0

NMHC
PPM

0.000
104.000
79.000
84.000
307.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
78.000
107.000
54.000
84.000
70.000
8.800
86.000
43.000
0.000
0.000
93.000
0.000
0.000
37.000
110.000
18.600
0.000
4.000
22.300
0.000
0.000
25.100
18.000
0.000
22.500
166.100
81.900
0.000

DATE
TEST

03/22/89
10/06/89
08/06/90
07/29/92
12/01/87
02/22/88
08/02/88
03/23/89
08/06/90
07/29/92
10/06/89
08/09/90
07/27/92
10/02/89
08/09/90
07/27/92
10/23/87
08/04/88
12/19/87
08/03/88
10/04/89
08/09/90
07/28/92
12/03/86
08/04/88
10/04/89
12/02/86
10/22/87
08/04/88
10/05/89
12/01/86
10/22/87
11/24/86
12/11/86
12/12/86
10/21/87

02%

0.030
0.010
0.010
0.040
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.010
0.050
0.030
0.010
0.040
0.010
0.020
0.060
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.000
0.070
0.380
0.120
0.010
0.000
0.010
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.070
0.100
0.000
0.200
9.600
11.000
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
77.250
56.000
23.840
87.082

0.000

0.000

0.000
53.000
30.000
32.700
51.800
19.860

4.180
53.300
12.000

0.000

0.000
26.380

0.000

0.000
26.300
31.200

5.253

0.000

2.550

6.298

0.000

0.000
16.000

5.106

0.000

6.413
86.725
48.809

0.000

co
15%02

0.000
3681.400
2244.000

748.000
10668.790

0.000

0.000
1257.000

712.000
3544.000
4115.200
2236.000
2818.000
2442.700
4013.000
2836.000

0.000

0.000
4991.173

0.000

909.500
2113.850
3183.400
3384.380

0.000
2039.400
3065.515

0.000

0.000
2096.000
3804.933

0.000
2580.324

214.071

197.263

0.000

QST

518

582
575

517
741
594

728
728

749
766

o O o o o



MANUFACTURER

Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Worthington
Worthington
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Worthington
Worthington
Inger soll-Rand
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
White

White

White

White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
White

White

MODEL

SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
58-2

58-2

SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
SVG-12
58-2

58-2

SVG-12
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258

HORSE
POWER

660
660
660
660
660
660
660
950
1000
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
660
950
1000
660
625
625
625
625
625
625
625
625
625
625
625

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
NSCR
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv

None

EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
NSCR

ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
NSCR
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
NSCR

None

ECSLoNOx 44
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
NSCR

NSCR

NSCR
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
HIS

HIS

o o o o a o o

o o o o

o o o o a o

NOX
IN

514
73
321
389
393
778
278
151
96
449
315
461
626
182
512
747
981
406
715
426
157
503
151
136
758
478
324
507
390
333
666
497
108
248
268
451

NOX
ouT

19

18
48

10
13
151
96

42
10
19
23
10
38
28
19

40
151
136

19
38
36
39
35
18
22
12

46

NOX
REDUCED

96.300
94.500
94.400
87.550
99.000
98.700
95.300
0.000
0.000
99.300
97.500
1.000
93.300
94.500
96.330
96.900
99.000
90.600
96.140
95.500
96.200
92.080
0.000
0.000
99.600
96.000
88.300
92.900
89.980
89.360
97.400
95.600
88.900
99.200
97.015
89.860

D-2-9

co
ouT

9383

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

339

4050

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

2567

Kk kokk

4775
308

9990

Kk kokk

*okk ok ok
7967
*okk ok ok

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

30.500
0.000
0.000

37.500

25.800
0.000
0.000

291.200
0.000
357.000

22.400

22.300
0.000
0.000

23.800
0.000
0.000
0.000
1.500

20.000
0.000

28.800

206.400
0.000

20.800

17.000
0.000
0.000

21.000

33.750

14.600

22.500
0.000
0.000
0.000

18.200

DATE
TEST

12/03/86
10/23/87
08/12/88
10/05/89
12/03/86
10/23/87
08/09/88
12/11/86
10/20/87
02/09/82
12/12/86
12/02/86
10/20/87
08/04/88
10/05/89
10/20/87
10/20/87
08/05/88
10/04/89
12/01/86
08/05/88
10/05/89
12/11/86
10/20/87
11/24/86
12/04/86
10/19/87
08/03/88
10/02/89
08/09/90
07/28/92
12/04/86
10/19/87
08/03/88
03/23/89
10/02/89

02%

0.010
0.000
0.000
0.020
0.100
0.000
0.000
11.500
0.000
0.050
0.100
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.050
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.100
0.000
0.010
11.100
0.000
0.100
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.050
0.010
0.030
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.010

NMHC
15% 02

8.614
0.000
0.000
23.900
7.318
0.000
0.000
182.774
0.000
101.022
6.354
6.298
0.000
0.000
14.800
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.850
5.673
0.000
18.120
124.261
0.000
5.900
4.801
0.000
0.000
13.130
23.560
4.120
6.355
0.000
0.000
0.000
11.180

co
15%02

2650.057
0.000
0.000

3124.700

5174.413
0.000
0.000

212.777
0.000

1146.043

5932.620

3752.671
0.000
0.000

2415.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

725.000

4474.639
0.000

1348.000

185.429
0.000

2833.702

3954.045
0.000
0.000

3798.400

2250.000

3682.200

3883.437
0.000
0.000

6704.000

4055.400

QST
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MANUFACTURER

White

White

White
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
White Superior
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand

Inger soll-Rand

MODEL

G-8258
G-8258
G-8258

G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
G-8258
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
SVG-8
SVG-8
SVG-8
SVG-8
SVG-8
SVG-8
SVG-8
XVG
XVG

HORSE
POWER

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

HIS

HIS

HIS

None-ERC
None- ERC
None- ERC
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
ECSLoNOx 44
ECSCat Conv
ECSCat Conv
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC

PSC

PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch

O o o a o o o a o

NOX
IN

1765
1052
362
339
189
247
306
165
506
369
117
326
585
154
303
79
17
28
67
814
814
814
814
814
814
814
814
86
69
70
78
1261
1261
1261
79
a1

NOX
ouT

12
339

189

247
27
27
50
24
22
29
a7
39
23
79
17
28
67
20

45
67
31
52
14
72
86
69
70
78
67
94
87
79
a1

NOX
REDUCED

99.510
99.630
96.600
0.000
0.000
0.000
91.200
83.600
91.600
93.500
81.200
91.100
92.000
74.700
92.400
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
97.543
94.600
94.400
91.800
96.200
93.700
98.340
91.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
94.687
92.500
93.100
0.000
0.000

D-2-10

co
ouT

5162
9203
9121
2191
2183
2665

Kk kokk

61
159
137
212

186
180
288
217
196
170
176
160
160
184

137

94

NMHC
PPM

31.000
29.000
25.000
123.500
318.000
201.000
20.400
0.000
0.000
18.700
0.000
0.000
18.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
52.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
82.800
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

08/09/90
08/15/90
07/28/92
09/10/87
09/10/87
09/10/87
12/05/86
10/21/87
08/05/88
12/05/86
10/21/87
08/05/88
12/05/86
10/21/87
08/05/88
04/16/88
05/24/88
09/14/88
12/21/88
02/22/89
05/17/89
09/20/89
12/13/89
03/20/90
07/17/90
09/24/91
12/03/91
04/15/88
05/24/88
09/14/88
12/21/88
02/22/89
05/18/89
09/20/89
04/15/88
05/24/88

02%

0.010
0.010
0.110
0.280
0.470
0.510
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
7.900
7.800
6.600
6.590
7.000
7.600
7.800
8.900
9.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
7.300
7.300
9.100
8.000
0.000
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

18.860
17.000
7.210
35.337
91.836
58.161
5.787
0.000
0.000
5.304
0.000
0.000
5.134
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
23.600
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
35.921
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

1457.000
2598.000
2588.600
626.911
630.431
771.138
5375.240
0.000
0.000
4806.514
0.000
0.000
3332.933
0.000
0.000
27.685
72.162
62.177
96.215
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
76.353
69.412
69.412
79.824
0.000
0.000
0.000
42.863
47.402

QST

651
651

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO%’
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623
352
340
525
668
596

o O o o o
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784



MANUFACTURER

Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax

MODEL

XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180

HORSE
POWER

300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC

PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC

PSC

Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn

Clean Burn

NOX
IN

10
53
1429
1429
1429
1429
1429
1429
1429

25

84

NOX
ouT

10
53
34
58
37
77
a5
46
97
19
93
62
50
68
81
21
34
26
22
68
51
60
38
38
a2
33
40
78
51
35
56
55
50

25
84

NOX
REDUCED

0.000
0.000
97.621
95.900
97.400
95.000
96.900
96.750
93.200
98.100
90.100
93.750
94.900
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
97.615
97.900
93.800
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

D-2-11

co
ouT

138
199

249
191
276
391
555
177
153
202
306
108
93
152
184

152
102

116
83

111
124
170
144
177
150
131
150

129
158

NMHC
PPM

0.000
14.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
28.800
0.000
0.000
0.000

Rk k kKK kK
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

680.000

307.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

990.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
75.300

DATE
TEST

09/14/88
12/21/88
02/22/89
05/17/89
09/20/89
12/13/89
07/17/90
09/24/91
12/03/91
03/19/90
07/17/90
09/24/91
12/03/91
04/16/88
05/24/88
09/14/88
12/21/88
02/22/89
05/17/89
09/20/89
08/07/87
05/17/89
09/19/89
12/12/89
03/20/90
06/14/90
09/23/91
07/03/86
10/02/86
02/09/87
04/23/87
08/06/87
04/18/88
06/10/88
09/13/88
12/01/88

02%

0.000
9.200
9.200
8.800
8.650
7.200
8.300
8.800
9.150
11.200
13.100
10.000
10.300
0.000
0.000
0.000
8.400
7.800
7.800
7.700
13.600
13.500
13.200
15.900
13.300
13.300
13.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
13.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
14.900

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
7.060
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
13.594
0.000
0.000
0.000
Rk k ok kK kK
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
739.367
0.000
0.000
0.000
74.045

co
15%02

69.590
100.350
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
49.395
42.535
69.519
86.848
0.000
0.000
0.000
82.438
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
126.962
107.544
132.190
112.025
97.835
128.261
0.000
110.304
155.367

QST

540
464
309
536
644
507
751
881
712
526

o O o o o
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MANUFACTURER

Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax
Ajax

MODEL

DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180

HORSE
POWER

180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180

R/L

CONTROLS

Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn

Clean Burn

NOX
IN

TableD-2

NOX
ouT

57
60
38
71
37
38
25
49
28
39
28
53
78
60
18

61
55
32
38
a5
a
a5
30
18
46
30
60
35
28
21
a5
28
38
a5
38

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

NOX
REDUCED

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

D-2-12

co
ouT

106
125

134
113
227
195
113
155
129
159

133
154

172
165
156

176
106
103
119
119
110
165

93

159

128
156

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
775.000
275.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
862.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
129.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
Rk k kKK kK
0.000
674.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
768.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
23.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

02/21/89
05/17/89
09/19/89
12/12/89
03/20/90
06/14/90
09/23/91
07/02/86
10/02/86
01/09/87
04/22/87
08/06/87
04/18/88
06/10/88
09/13/88
12/01/88
02/21/89
05/17/89
09/19/89
12/12/89
06/14/90
03/20/90
09/23/91
07/02/86
10/02/86
01/09/87
04/22/87
08/07/87
04/18/88
06/10/88
09/13/88
12/01/88
02/21/89
05/17/89
09/19/89
12/12/89

02%

14.000
14,800
13.700
14.400
13.600
14.200
13.700
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
14.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
15.400
15.400
13.100
13.800
13.200
14.700
14.200
13.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
14.600
0.000
0.000
0.000
15.500
13.200
12.700
13.630
13.700

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
759.075
0.000
0.000
0.000
138.382
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
719.238
0.000
0.000
0.000
25.348
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
227.000
195.000
113.000
155.000
113.597
159.000
0.000
133.000
165.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
90.638
88.072
101.754
101.754
103.016
141.087
0.000
79.522
173.722
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

QST
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MANUFACTURER

Ajax

Ajax

Ajax

Ajax

Ajax

Ajax
Minneapolis-Mol
Minneapolis-Mol
Minneapolis-Mol
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Superior
Tecogen
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand

Inger soll-Rand

MODEL

DCP-180
DCP-180
DCP-180
K-6700D
DCP-140
DCP-140
800-6A
800-6A
800-6A
H2476G
F1197GU
F1197GU
H2476G
F1197GU
F1197GU
H2476G
F1197GU
F1197GU
8GTLB
8GTLB

8GTLB
8GTLB

8GTLB
8GTLB
CM-60
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG

HORSE
POWER

180
180
180
180
140
140
80

80

80

186
186
186
186
186
186
186
186
186

1100
1100

1100
1100

1100
1100
80
412
412
412
412
412
412
412
300
300
300
300

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Clean Burn
Clean Burn

Clean Burn

Unknown-Clean?

NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
Clean Burn
Clean Burn

Clean Burn
Clean Burn

Clean Burn
Clean Burn
None

Cat Converter
Cat Converter
NS Cat Conv.
PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC Turbo

PSC PreStrat Ch
PSC PreStrat Ch
catalyst

catalyst
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey

NOX

IN

o o o o o

749
992
575
655
684
660
714
647
612

o O O o o o o

475
271
628
492
787
787
677
311
57
306
277

NOX
ouT

27
61
30
54
68

13

a7
53
23
38
a5
a
46
17
37
13
11

32
19

23
17

223
31
37
17
a5
46
46
43

22

10

NOX
REDUCED

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
93.740
94.670
96.000
94.170
93.430
94.000
93.620
97.340
94.000
0.000
0.000

0.000
0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000
93.500
86.300
97.300
90.900
94.100
94.155
93.648
99.000
61.404
99.700
96.390

D-2-13

co
ouT

141
219
153
348
456
582
199
1999
2400
1346
4330
4800
1443
3343
1900
4331
3043
567
650
450

436
402
257

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

8015
600
436
435
665

Kk kokk
Kk kokk
Kk kokk

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

0.000

Rk k kKK kK
679.000
0.000
153.000
631.000
15.000
102.850
4.400
400.000
265.000
0.000
590.000
370.000
0.000
485.000
430.000
0.000

Rk k kKK kK
0.000

Rk k kKK kK
0.000

Rk k kKK kK
0.000
0.000
228.000
0.000
0.000
790.000
0.000
0.000
185.600
17.000
104.000
62.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

03/20/90
06/14/90
09/23/91
06/24/86
09/19/90
07/13/92
07/13/92
07/13/92
06/23/92
09/20/89
05/23/90
03/10/92
09/19/89
05/22/90
03/10/92
09/19/89
05/22/90
03/11/92
05/24/90
03/12/92

05/24/90
03/12/92

05/23/90
03/12/92
04/12/89
04/26/88
04/26/88
07/27/88
12/28/87
01/30/89
01/30/89
03/03/89
12/31/85
12/07/88
12/23/87
03/17/88

02%

14.000
15.100
13.700
0.000
14.860
13.700
0.010
0.050
0.010
0.030
0.030
0.160
0.030
0.020
0.090
0.040
0.030
0.070
11.500
12.000

10.830
11.380

10.780
11.200
4.800
0.010
0.000
0.000
8.800
7.830
7.800
8.100
0.100
0.100
0.010
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
518.000
4.280
29.000
1.230
113.000
74.900
0.000
167.000
104.500
0.000
137.000
122.000
0.000
Rk k ok kK kK
0.000
Rk k ok kK kK
0.000
Rk k ok kK kK
0.000
0.000
64.394
0.000
0.000
385.207
0.000
0.000
85.550
4.822
29.500
17.511
0.000

co
15%02

0.000
0.000
0.000
153.000
339.450
374.000
164.400
56.240
564.000
678.000
380.500
1232.000
1357.000
407.700
948.000
537.000
1224.000
862.000
356.000
431.000

264.000
274.000

254.000
245.000
0.000
4397.745
8662.221
2273.486
292.562
197.000
195.916
306.523
8055.769
13606.310
5583.394
6308.114

QST
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MANUFACTURER

Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

XVG
XVG
XVG-8
XVG-8
XVG-8
XVG-8
XVG-8
XVG-8
XVG-8
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL

HORSE
POWER

300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
1164
959
984
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
1235
1005
941
1100
1100
1100

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
catalyst

catalyst

JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey

Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn

Clean Burn

»

»

o o o o o o o a o a o

NOX
IN

129
92
64
26
77
149
412
337
277
90
105
109
334
73
a5
a
56
a7
125
87
98
77
63
a5

a5
67
55
104
92
136
60

NOX
ouT

a1
18
17
15

16
35
39
27

73
a5
a
56
a7

125
87
98
77
63
a5
60
53
56
46
a5
67
55

104
92

136
60
a2

NOX
REDUCED

68.217
80.435
73.400
42.300
98.700
98.700
99.500
95.300
87.400
56.667
74.286
95.413
100.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

D-2-14

co
ouT

*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk

Kk kokk

8033
504
539
521
579
427
484
574
568
623
585
517
588
500
462
528
525
474
451
500
505
610
500
465

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
63.500
0.000
0.000
23.200
0.000
0.000
33.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

Rk k kKK kK
173.700
129.800
150.400
75.600
0.000
0.000
0.000
198.000
0.000
0.000
233.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
204.000
287.700
0.000
0.000
0.000
187.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

06/13/88
09/16/88
03/19/86
06/16/86
09/25/86
12/10/86
03/04/87
09/30/87
01/08/88
03/18/88
06/17/88
09/16/88
11/08/89
03/16/87
03/27/87
03/27/87
03/27/87
06/16/87
09/28/87
01/15/88
03/31/88
07/14/88
09/21/88
03/13/89
06/14/89
09/20/89
11/29/89
02/27/90
03/16/87
06/16/87
09/28/87
01/15/88
03/31/88
09/21/88
03/13/89
06/14/89

02%

0.000
0.000
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
9.700
10.000
10.000
10.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
10.200
0.000
0.000
10.200
9.800
9.500
9.600
10.600
10.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
10.400
0.000
10.200
10.500

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
18.012
0.000
0.000
6.552
0.000
0.000
9.361
0.000
0.000
0.000
373.000
91.503
70.259
81.409
40.921
0.000
0.000
0.000
109.178
0.000
0.000
128.477
0.000
0.000
0.000
117.000
158.638
0.000
0.000
0.000
105.076
0.000
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

8716.127
12091.750
22438.720
14341.820

9502.404

9461.465

3886.058

2873.981

4725.366
10867.630
10642.980

9905.760

2268.000

312.911
291.752
282.009
313.404
231.128
261.982
310.697
313.196
337.220
316.651
285.075
0.000
263.000
248.000
302.000
289.486
282.485
268.778
297.980
283.762
363.535
275.701
0.000

QST

o O O O o o o o o o

1831
2001
1894
1992

o O o o o

0
2056



MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Waukesha
Waukesha
Inger soll-Rand

Inger soll-Rand

MODEL

L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
F3521GL
F3521GL
XVG
XVG

HORSE
POWER

1100
1100
1108
1100
1100
1120
1067
987
1062
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
1108
1108
1108
1100
1100
1058
979
964
1100
1100
1100
1100
1108
1108
500
550
550
550
616
616
300
300

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Dupont 22-19PR5
catalyst
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex

NOX
IN

o o o o o

432

260
a2
180

298
196

NOX
ouT

a8
104
36
54
40
a5
98
84
63
61
72
52
85
93
119
31
69

a7
84
173
88
90
52
115
a8
28
57
61
17

34
35

NOX
REDUCED

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
85.900
93.500
97.600
99.400
0.000
0.000
97.700
98.469

D-2-15

co
ouT

404
470
466
554
438

508
513
542
525
521
530
569
494
503
512
502
520
468
450
556
507
611
480
541
556
147
605

9300

Kk kokk
Kk kokk

Kk kokk

544
530

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

230.000
0.000
0.000

189.600
0.000
0.000
0.000

171.000
0.000
0.000

197.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

107.000

239.400
0.000
0.000
0.000

169.000
0.000
0.000

206.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

255.000

224.000

38.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

09/20/89
11/29/89
09/05/90
03/18/87
06/16/87
10/08/87
01/18/88
03/31/88
07/14/88
09/21/88
03/13/89
06/14/89
09/20/89
11/29/89
06/05/90
09/05/90
12/02/91
03/18/87
06/16/87
10/08/87
01/18/88
03/31/88
03/13/89
09/20/89
11/29/89
02/27/90
06/05/90
09/05/90
04/02/82
06/16/86
08/28/86
12/09/86
05/07/90
05/07/90
12/23/87
02/26/88

02%

10.000
10.100
10.600
10.300
0.000
0.000
0.000
10.200
0.000
0.000
9.500
9.700
9.100
9.500
9.200
10.400
9.600
10.300
0.000
0.000
0.000
10.100
9.300
9.800
9.700
10.000
9.100
10.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
9.800
9.700
0.100
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

125.000
0.000
0.000

105.532
0.000
0.000
0.000

94.290
0.000
0.000

101.956
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

56.000

133.251
0.000
0.000
0.000

92.324
0.000
0.000

113.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

135.000

121.000

10.779
0.000

co
15%02

209.000
243.000
267.000
308.358
261.030
264.010
302.747
282.869
323.010
312.879
269.640
0.000
280.000
256.000
292.000
288.000
301.000
289.434
278.909
268.182
331.354
276.972
310.767
255.000
275.000
285.000
74.000
331.000
2637.981
5386.587
14721.630
4651.923
294.000
282.000
4722.553
5632.798

QST

2057
1958
2037

o O o o o o

1966
2021
1899
2143
1973
1914

o o o o

2008
1864
1945
1749
1980

976
1006



MANUFACTURER

Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand

Inger soll-Rand

MODEL

XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG-8
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG-8
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG
XVG-8
XVG
XVG
XVG-8
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10
SVG-10

HORSE
POWER

300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
300
550
550
550
550
550
550
550
550
550
550

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

EnglehardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EnglehardTorvex
NSCR

JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
NSCR

NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex

EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
NSCR

NSCR
catalyst
catalyst

JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey

o o o o

NOX
IN

431
304
245
479
404
359
139
39
43
520
100
407
260
127
242
217
276
259
357
216
226
103
746
79
369

169
153
272
65
344
91
142
283
67
69

NOX

ouT

13

100

32

28

84
40

30
12
20

NOX
REDUCED

97.912
95.724
97.959
79.000
99.300
98.886
76.978
28.205
97.674
84.000
60.000
99.500
97.692
99.213
94.215
80.300
92.000
98.100
98.319
98.148
97.345
97.087
92.000
72.500
93.000
0.000
97.000
98.700
99.600
98.500
96.200
92.300
93.700
89.400
82.090
71.014

D-2-16

co
ouT

5912

-
-
-
-
8966

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
1669

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
55.000
0.000
44.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
70.000
0.000
44.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
33.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
45.000
0.000
0.000
40.000
45.000
41.300
0.000
0.000
128.900
0.000
0.000
0.000
70.000
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

06/13/88
09/14/88
12/07/88
06/07/89
12/23/87
03/01/88
06/13/88
09/14/88
12/14/88
06/07/89
11/08/89
12/30/87
02/26/88
06/17/88
12/06/88
09/01/89
11/09/89
12/31/87
03/17/88
06/17/88
09/14/88
12/06/88
06/23/89
09/01/89
11/09/89
12/05/91
03/19/86
06/18/86
09/11/86
12/09/86
02/18/87
06/09/87
09/18/87
12/29/87
02/26/88
06/13/88

02%

0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.200
0.100
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
0.400
0.000
0.000
0.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.000
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
15.601
0.000
12.427
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
20.000
0.000
12.427
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
9.320
0.000
0.000
0.000
12.764
0.000
0.000
11.000
13.000
11.886
0.000
0.000
36.740
0.000
0.000
0.000
19.770
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

1676.962
3556.452
4593.207
8036.000
3352.748
2543.240
8769.726
14141.850
21939.490
8725.000
11160.000
3642.240
5451.543
8607.476
5967.510
7400.000
6082.000
5528.037
3349.385
5888.087
6045.514
10612.340
7934.000
11252.000
4377.000

476.000
21119.410
6705.577
6694.231
13909.180
10208.990
6042.678
7014.380
4766.036
12378.090
13685.730

QST
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=
o
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MANUFACTURER

Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

Waukesha
Waukesha

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

SVG-10
XVG
SVG-10
XVG
XVG
SVG-10
L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU

L5790GU
L5790GU

L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
L5790GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1187GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU

HORSE
POWER

550
300
550
550
550
550
738
738
738
738

738
738

738
738
738
738
738
150
98
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JMI NSCR

JMI NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
Engelhard Cat
Engelhard Cat
Engelhard Cat

EngelhardTorvex
NSCR

NSCR

NSCR

NSCR

NSCR

NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EnglehardTorvex
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard NSCR
JM NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Catalyst
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JM Denox 250

JohnsonM atthey

NOX
IN

69
58
365
103
390

183
479
245
102

164
592
328
415
224

747
146
90
102
104
95
177
154
225
489

190

351
35
221
62
141

NOX
ouT

NN
g w

W W R R R W W R R

=
NS

17
65
39

33

23

25
29
15
1

47

1
17
20
13
20
13

NOX
REDUCED

66.667
56.897
99.000
99.200
99.200
0.000

98.400
99.800
99.592
99.020

98.171
99.493

96.900
100.000
97.500
0.000
0.000
94.800
69.863
63.333
93.137
79.000
97.300
85.600
81.000
93.300
97.900
0.000
75.400
0.000
0.000
95.200
42.900
94.100
67.700
90.780

D-2-17

co
ouT

*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk

Kk kokk

139

7641
*okk ok ok
3785
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
9437
*okk ok ok

Kk kokk

6855
6671
3913

*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk

Kk kokk

1386
1596
*okk ok ok
944

300

9700
*okk ok ok
5769
5949

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

0.000
115.000
0.000
0.000
36.000
6.000
12.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

0.000
0.000

48.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

176.000

39.000

0.000
155.000
0.000
0.000
121.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
12.000
13.000
133.000
552.000
284.000

23.400
0.000
0.000

10.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

09/14/88
12/06/88
06/23/89
09/06/89
11/09/89
12/16/91
09/18/87
01/15/88
06/23/88
09/09/88

11/14/88
06/21/89

08/31/89
11/17/89
06/20/90
12/02/91
03/11/92
11/10/87
02/17/88
08/22/88
01/31/89
06/08/89
09/07/89
11/16/89
02/20/90
05/15/90
10/03/90
12/10/91
12/13/91
06/04/92
06/04/92
10/28/86
02/19/87
09/30/87
01/19/88
03/18/88

02%

0.000
0.300
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
0.400
0.010
0.000
0.000

0.100
0.100

0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
0.100
0.010
0.000
0.700
0.100
0.700
0.200
0.300
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
4.100
0.100
0.010
0.000
0.000
3.300
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
32.937
0.000
0.000
10.000
2.000
3.454
0.000
0.000
0.000

0.000
0.000

13.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

50.000

11.015
0.000

45.272
0.000
0.000

35.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
3.000
4.000

38.000

194.000

80.000
6.609
0.000
0.000
3.352
0.000

co
15%02

13960.880
13468.900
9246.000
11277.000
3546.000
40.000
2199.117
6976.065
1073.630
5187.462

5111.159
9020.000

2664.000
2865.000
5477.000
1935.000
1883.000
1105.156
10848.990
13722.170
9698.692
11712.000
12230.000
11610.000
10319.000
4288.000
391.000
453.000
3911.000
332.000
127.000
2739.588
14332.570
1629.349
1994.267
9969.575

QST

o O O o o o o o o
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45
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54
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MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
145GKU

HORSE
POWER

150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
90

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR
Catalyst
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JM Denox 250
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR

JM NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
JohnsonM atthey
EngelhardTorvex

NOX
IN

76
168
102
205
271

201
194

572
64
107
87
119
117
120
79
75
106
88
36

265
236
142
486
247
101

304

303

63
312

NOX
ouT

35

1

15
a1
31
31
18
27
29
34
23
35
32
12
16
19
12

35

35
30
19
28
12
10
14
16
14
a5
27

NOX
REDUCED

53.947
95.833
87.000
97.700
94.000
0.000
84.500
84.000
0.000
0.000
94.900
46.900
78.500
59.800
73.109
89.744
86.667
77.000
84.600
94.800
91.600
75.600
0.000
98.100
85.169
78.873
96.091
89.000
88.300
0.000
95.500
94.700
0.000
0.000
57.100
99.400

D-2-18

co
ouT

*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk

Kk kokk

6154
2317
8000
*okk ok ok
8487
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
8213
*okk ok ok

Kk kokk

5907
7677
813

*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
9958
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
4733
*okk ok ok
8589
1619
2607

Kk kokk

9032

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
89.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
30.000
408.000
23.200
0.000
0.000
131.000
0.000
0.000
22.300
0.000
0.000
0.000
72.000
9.000
349.000
24.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
22.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
710.000
0.000
64.000

DATE
TEST

09/08/88
02/14/89
06/19/89
09/08/89
11/30/89
02/28/90
05/21/90
08/29/90
12/10/91
06/05/92
10/28/86
02/19/87
09/30/87
01/19/88
03/18/88
09/08/88
02/17/89
06/19/89
09/08/89
05/21/90
08/29/90
12/13/91
06/05/92
01/19/88
03/30/88
09/08/88
02/14/89
06/19/89
11/30/89
02/28/90
05/21/90
08/29/90
12/10/91
06/05/92
06/11/87
11/12/87

02%

0.200
0.200
1.100
0.600
0.700
0.700
1.000
0.800
0.700
4.000
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.900
0.000
0.300
0.400
3.600
0.100
0.400
5.500
4.100
5.400
0.100
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.300
0.100
0.100
0.100
1.000
2.400
0.000
0.300

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
26.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
9.000
142.000
6.552
0.000
0.000
38.645
0.000
0.000
6.418
0.000
0.000
0.000
28.000
3.000
133.000
6.808
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
6.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
133.000
0.000
18.330

co
15%02

14101.860
12305.350
5556.000
3450.000
3946.000
3958.000
4435.000
3399.000
1797.000
809.000
2259.454
9249.641
2396.999
6721.280
12826.940
7706.374
9129.746
2807.000
10014.000
4505.000
2263.000
2696.000
309.000
5828.803
7924.242
11969.060
2824.625
8662.000
8396.000
1560.000
4380.000
2425.000
480.000
831.000
5219.783
2586.835

QST
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MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Waukesha
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand

Inger soll-Rand

MODEL

145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
145GKU
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
F1197GU
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6

HORSE
POWER

65
90
90
90
90
90
65
90
90
90
90
90
90
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
330
150
330
330
330
330
330
330
330

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

EngelhardTorvex
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard
Engelhard
catalyst

catalyst

Torvex

Torvex

Torvex
JohnsonM atthey
Torvex

Torvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
JMI NSCR

JMI NSCR

JMI NSCR

JMI NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
catalyst

catalyst

JohnsonM atteny
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey

O o o o o o o o o a o a o

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

3 3 3 3 3 3 3

NOX
IN

389
517
99
174
143
386
457
a1
515
404
465
430
561
266
236
176
242
227
201
412
562
318
326
332
168
217
245
319
479
372
355
251
372
433
342
177

NOX
ouT

o W o v »o e

31
28
26
16
42
20
10

13
10
16
20

10
1
10

w o N B NN

NOX
REDUCED

99.743
99.000
95.200
95.100
97.900
98.400
95.842
97.862
93.981
93.000
94.500
96.200
92.500
92.500
95.800
95.500
98.300
97.800
97.500
96.800
98.200
94.969
93.865
97.892
94.300
97.400
95.900
98.200
99.400
94.900
98.000
99.200
99.700
99.500
98.200
98.300

D-2-19

co
ouT

5192
5477

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

5322
531
1373
1973
7288

*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
5596
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok

Kk kokk

8812
2757

*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk

1166

Kk kokk

7996
*okk ok ok
1299
8409

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

9383
4562
9440

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
149.000
0.000
0.000
6.000
0.000
0.000
50.800
0.000
0.000
0.000
28.000
28.100
0.000
0.000
20.600
0.000
0.000
0.000
22.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
24.000
29.000
10.000
2.600
0.000
0.000
0.000
22.200
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

02/18/88
06/15/89
09/07/89
05/14/90
10/03/90
11/12/87
02/18/88
08/23/88
02/17/89
06/15/89
09/15/89
12/01/89
02/22/90
03/20/86
06/09/86
08/27/86
12/10/86
02/26/87
06/10/87
09/29/87
12/15/87
02/18/88
08/23/88
02/14/89
09/07/89
02/22/90
05/15/90
10/19/90
11/10/87
04/07/86
06/09/86
08/28/86
12/17/86
03/19/87
06/10/87
09/29/87

02%

0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.010
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.300
0.200
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.300
0.000
0.100
0.200
0.500
6.700
1.900
0.100
0.700
0.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.010
0.000
0.000

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
42.000
0.000
0.000
1.695
0.000
0.000
14.410
0.000
0.000
0.000
8.000
8.009
0.000
0.000
5.818
0.000
0.000
0.000
6.301
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
7.000
9.000
2.921
0.738
0.000
0.000
0.000
6.270
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

1487.029
1550.000
8606.000
3226.000
1502.000
149.971
389.457
559.649
2067.269
4373.000
2929.000
4295.000
1603.000
5671.696
4767.544
7274.757
4970.799
4978.053
3459.507
2523.825
789.626
4083.316
7677.375
3305.140
6211.000
329.000
3400.000
2395.000
3574.757
368.466
2385.245
5758.173
3347.115
2650.057
1294.029
2677.692

QST
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MANUFACTURER

Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

MODEL

SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
SVG-6
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
F1197GU
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32

HORSE
POWER

330
330
330
330
330
330
330
98
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
98
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
350
350
350
350
350
350
350
350
350

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
JohnsonM atthey
EngelhardTorvex
JM NSCR

JMI NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard NSCR
Englehard
Englehard NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
EnglehardTorvex
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
Englehard NSCR
EngelhardTorvex
JohnsonM atthey

catalyst

Torvex Cat
Torvex
Torvex
Torvex Cat

Torvex

3 3 3 3 3 3 3

o

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

NOX
IN

373
358
207
263
142
322
307
488
231
436
355
90
90
68
190
481
211
33
98
31
39
40
117
62
565
449
39

220
259
238
211
293
556
373

NOX
ouT

21

10
15
1

14
27

17
33
48

18
34
18

1
18
36
38
35
17
20
373
194
67
90
39
50
52
111
111

NOX
REDUCED

94.400
98.883
99.034
98.859
93.000
97.700
96.500
98.361
93.939
93.807
98.000
81.100
63.600
30.200
95.700
96.200
83.886
45.455
96.939
68.000
71.300
55.300
69.700
38.100
93.900
96.200
48.700
0.000
0.000
69.500
65.300
83.600
76.300
82.300
80.000
70.200

D-2-20

co
ouT

1040
9005
*okk ok ok
8489
*okk ok ok

Kk kokk

9092
5562
*okk ok ok
9000
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
2702
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
7025
*okk ok ok

Kk kokk

216
176
485
460
410
289
208
214
450

NMHC
PPM

0.000
23.000
0.000
14.600
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
136.000
0.000
0.000
323.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
48.000
0.000
272.000
0.000
0.000
146.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
28.000
19.000
0.000
132.000
122.000
0.000
0.000
269.700
0.000
0.000
0.000
537.000

DATE
TEST

12/15/87
02/18/88
08/23/88
02/17/89
06/15/89
11/30/89
10/03/90
02/17/88
08/22/88
02/14/89
06/08/89
09/07/89
11/16/89
02/20/90
05/15/90
10/11/90
02/17/88
08/22/88
01/31/89
06/08/89
09/07/89
11/16/89
02/20/90
05/14/90
10/11/90
11/10/87
06/11/87
12/06/90
12/06/90
04/28/86
08/27/86
12/17/86
02/26/87
06/11/87
10/08/87
12/15/87

02%

0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.500
0.100
0.100
0.000
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.600
0.100
0.200
0.000
0.200
0.100
0.500
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.200
0.200
0.010
0.000
15.280
14.430
0.000
0.000
13.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
14.200

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
6.524
0.000
4.141
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
38.577
0.000
0.000
91.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
14.000
0.000
77.527
0.000
0.000
41.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
11.000
5.366
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
204.004
0.000
0.000
0.000
472.881

co
15%02

295.000
2554.303
5420.625
2407.938
7105.000
4574.000
2567.000
1577.683
8926.870
2552.885
2867.000

11408.000
15592.000
10414.000
3785.000

770.000

7102.802
12391.140
7076.880
12037.000
12812.000
18123.000
5472.000
10033.000
2002.000
3216.616
7664.693

227.000

160.000

485.000

460.000

310.128

289.000

208.000

214.000

396.269

QST
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MANUFACTURER

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Clark

Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Cooper Bessemer
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
HRA-32
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
GMV-8
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GU
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL

HORSE
POWER

350
350
350
350
350
350
350
350
800
800
800
800
800
800
800
800
800
800
800
1100
1077
1029
941
1081
1100
1100
1100
1100
1108
1100
1138
929
1007
1048
1100
1100

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Torvex Cat
EngelhardTorvex
EngelhardTorvex
Englehard SCR
Englehard SCR

Kleenaire

Kleenaire

Kleenaire

Kleenaire

Kleenaire

Kleenaire

Kleenaire

Kleenaire

Nergas SCR
Nergas SCR
Nergas SCR
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn

Clean Burn

3 3 3 3 3 33 33 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 83

o

NOX
IN

303
314
199
161
336

609
818
1100
779
660
638
576
553
972
532

36
56
90
57
36
7

26
7
77
72
7
a7
126

NOX
ouT

63
75
61
55
100
243
79
992
77
108
83
132
98
46
38
85
95
58
a5
36
56
90
57
36
77
39
68
50
a2
26
7
77
72
7
a7
126

NOX
REDUCED

79.208
76.115
69.347
67.000
70.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
87.400
86.800
92.500
83.100
85.200
92.790
93.403
84.629
90.000
89.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

D-2-21

co
ouT

273
365
374
190
452
164
209
438
262
524
300
730
527
795
1688
618
1535
456
560
486
454
490
456
537
533

506
539
534
516
a7
446
464
478

603

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
90.000
139.000
Rk k kKK kK
0.000
434.000
Rk k kKK kK
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
595.000
776.000
0.000
170.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
202.000
0.000
0.000
184.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

DATE
TEST

03/30/88
09/09/88
03/15/89
06/16/89
10/30/89
05/26/89
12/06/90
12/06/90
03/13/87
06/10/87
08/03/87
08/26/87
01/08/88
06/23/88
09/09/88
11/14/88
06/22/89
03/02/90
06/20/90
06/17/87
09/17/87
12/17/87
03/31/88
07/13/88
02/10/89
09/21/89
11/15/89
02/27/90
05/22/90
06/17/87
09/17/87
12/17/87
03/31/88
07/13/88
09/15/88
02/10/89

02%

0.000
14.900
14.800
14.200
12.700
13.900
15.010
14.460
13.700

0.000
10.900
13.200
13.500

0.000

0.000
14.100
11.700
12.600
12.700
10.200

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

9.200
10.300
10.000
10.200
10.000
10.100

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

8.700

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
Rk k ok kK kK
0.000
256.060
Rk k ok kK kK
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
381.000
551.000
0.000
93.738
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
110.000
0.000
0.000
100.519
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

co
15%02

273.000
358.917
361.738
167.000
325.000
138.000
209.000
401.000
214.694
429.389
177.000
559.351
420.176
679.783
1443.362
536.206
986.000
324.000
403.000
267.981
245.743
277.981
258.692
304.644
268.778
240.000
271.000
306.000
281.000
281.889
254.945
241.413
251.156
258.734
242.495
291.615

QST
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2074
2109
2087
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MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Tecogen

Tecogen

Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar

MODEL

L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
L7042GL
CM-75
CM-60
G3306
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398

HORSE
POWER

1100
1100
1108
1108
1100
1129
937
1012
1051
1100
1100
1100
1100
1100
1108
1108
1108
1100
1108
990
995
1117
1100
1100
1100
1100
1108
108
85

420
420
420
420
420
420

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Clean Burn
Dual Englehards
Dual Engelhards
Engelhardt NSCC
HISCorp
Houston NSCR
Houston NSCR
Houston NSCR
Houston NSCR
HISCorp

NOX
IN

572

370
152
606
603

402

NOX
ouT

37
16
80
34

22
131
50
50
52
58
46
61
92
38
46
117
46
a7
a7
79
58
49
59
36
90
29
99
10
35

29

13

NOX
REDUCED

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
82.800
0.000
90.500
99.300
95.215
98.800
0.000
0.000
96.800

D-2-22

co
ouT

484
514
632
528
524
489
572
465
535
604
541
496
527
570
559
508
501
513
487
516
609
620
603
582
431
630
623

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

9679

4067
580

4140

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
176.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
203.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
179.000
168.000
175.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
206.000
0.000
0.000
27.000
0.000
26.000
83.200
0.000
60.000
1.000
1.000
59.000

DATE
TEST

09/21/89
03/02/90
05/22/90
08/22/90
06/17/87
09/17/87
01/20/88
03/31/88
07/13/88
09/15/88
02/10/89
09/21/89
11/15/89
02/15/90
05/22/90
08/22/90
12/05/91
06/17/87
09/17/87
01/20/88
03/31/88
07/13/88
09/15/88
02/10/89
11/15/89
02/15/90
08/22/90
03/30/89
09/18/92
04/21/87
03/30/87
12/27/89
09/06/90
04/07/92
06/10/92
03/30/87

02%

10.600
9.800
9.000

10.200

10.200
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
9.600
9.600
9.800
9.400
9.800

10.200
9.200

10.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
9.500

10.100

10.000

10.200
0.100
0.000
0.001
0.010
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.300

NMHC
15% 02

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
97.047
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
106.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
99.000
85.000
94.725
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
113.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
7.340
23.498
0.000
17.000
1.000
1.000
16.898

co
15%02

275.000
268.000
308.000
291.000
288.935
269.636
315.402
256.402
295.000
333.047
282.469
252.000
288.000
292.000
287.000
330.000
255.000
277.679
263.606
279.303
329.642
335.596
326.394
301.211
233.000
332.000
344.000
0.000
968.000
3273.102
10116.710
2732.000
1148.000
165.000
2001.000
5914.320

QST

2094
1861
1734
1990

o O o o o

1918
2074
2010
2025
2140
1922

o O o o o

2008

1933

2177
141

383
484
525



MANUFACTURER

Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Caterpillar
Waukesha
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Inger soll-Rand
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise
Enterprise

Waukesha

Waukesha
Waukesha

MODEL

G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
G398
F2895
SVG-8
SVG-8
SVG-8
GSM-8
GSM-8
GSM-8
GSM-8
GSM-8
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
GSG-6
VRG220

F817GU
F817GU

HORSE
POWER

420
420
420
420
420
420
420
420
420

465
25

190
190

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

HISCorp DN/C
HISCorp

Houston NSCR
Houstonlnd NSCR
Houston NSCR
HISCorp DN/C
HISCorp
Houstonlnd NSCR
Houston NSCR
Houston NSCR
Houston NSCR
ECSCat Convert
NSCR

NSCR

LoNOx 43N-10CC
LONOXx Cat Conv
ESC NSCR

ESC NSCR

ESC NSCR
ECSLoNox CC
ESC LoNOx CC
ESC NSCR

ESC NSCR
ECSLoNox CC
ESC LoNOx CC
ESC NSCR

ESC NSCR
LoNOx 43N-10 CC
LONOXx Cat Conv
ESC NSCR

ESC NSCR

ESC NSCR
Catalyst

PSC Cat Conv

PSC heat/cogen

NOX
IN

331
315
300
312

277
121
874

592

358
519
240
131
33
428
367

561
728
625
457
237
317
325
611
29

39

93

361

29

a

NOX
ouT

18
10
a1
a5
13
16
11
21
33

1

35

36

1
29
22

16
22
19

17

15
a
a5

NOX
REDUCED

94.600
96.825
86.333
85.700
0.000
94.200
90.909
97.600
0.000
98.100
0.000
99.700
94.200
99.583
98.500
78.800
91.700
99.700
0.000
99.500
98.489
95.400
95.100
99.200
94.953
93.200
96.900
93.100
97.400
98.500
98.700
0.000
97.500
0.000
0.000
0.000

D-2-23

co
ouT

*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
*okk ok ok
3469
*okk ok ok

Kk kokk

3872
8044
6435
5004
2495
3062

*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk
*okokkk

Kk kokk

4929
6360
4992
3661
7831

cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
5885
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
cxxnn
7727
cxxnn
7822
484
606

NMHC
PPM

121.000
113.000
0.000
108.000
1.000
152.000
190.000
42.000
1.000
29.000
1.000
17.000
35.600
55.000
103.000
0.000
200.000
182.000
146.000
30.200
45.000
31.000
65.000
81.400
110.900
105.000
2.000
153.000
0.000
70.000
22.000
1.000
248.000
55.000
24.000
38.000

DATE
TEST

04/14/88
05/11/89
12/27/89
05/04/90
06/10/92
04/14/88
05/11/89
07/26/90
06/10/92
09/06/90
06/10/92
12/18/87
02/06/89
09/18/89
04/22/87
06/16/88
10/27/89
12/11/90
05/01/92
01/14/87
12/27/88
10/25/89
11/20/90
12/30/86
03/28/89
10/25/89
11/27/90
04/15/87
06/15/88
10/26/89
11/21/90
03/13/92
02/23/90
09/09/91
12/01/88
12/13/89

02%

0.010
0.100
0.100
0.100
1.200
0.010
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.100
0.300
0.010
0.010
0.100
0.200
0.000
0.100
0.010
0.100
0.100
0.200
0.200
0.200
0.100
0.500
0.300
0.010
0.100
0.000
0.400
1.000
0.300
0.100
0.100
5.800
6.500

NMHC
15% 02

34.174
32.053
0.000
31.000
1.000
42.930
53.894
12.000
1.000
8.000
1.000
4.801
0.000
15.000
29.357
0.000
57.000
51.000
41.000
8.566
12.826
9.000
18.000
23.089
32.074
30.000
1.000
43.399
0.000
20.000
6.000
1.000
70.000
16.000
9.377
16.000

co
15%02

6764.241
5420.909
7239.000
6074.000
1039.000
6854.619
10132.400
1093.000
2282.000
1817.000
1459.000
704.667
0.000
4580.000
11070.050
14265.170
11644.000
3153.000
1398.000
1804.038
1422.841
1043.000
2232.000
9474.038
4385.667
4822.000
1763.000
11132.850
12839.590
22230.000
3868.000
2213.000
3776.000
2213.000
189.113
247.000

QST

495
554

362
545
382
533

277
343

115
114
187

364
365

479
500

884
950
485
14
203

415



MANUFACTURER

Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha
Waukesha

Waukesha

MODEL

F817GU
F817GU
F817GU
F817GU
F817GU
145GZU

145GZU

HORSE
POWER

190
190
190
190
190
100

100

R/L

TableD-2

VENTURA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

CONTROLS

PSC heat/cogen
PSC Cat Conv
PSC Cat Conv
PSC heat/cogen
PSC heat/cogen

PSC PreStrat Ch

ST NOX
IN

c 0

c 27

c 30

c 0

c 0
53
24

NOX
ouT

37
27
30
39
25
56

24

NOX
REDUCED

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

0.000

D-2-24

co
ouT

567
428
514
583
453

Kk kokk

Kk kokk

NMHC
PPM

12.500
132.000
35.000
40.000
10.000
287.000

96.600

DATE
TEST

01/09/92
12/10/87
12/01/88
12/13/89
01/09/92
05/05/88

10/14/88

02%

5.990
5.500
6.400
6.500
5.700
0.010

15.100

NMHC
15% 02

5.000
50.571
14.241
16.000

3.880
81.058

98.266

co
15%02

237.000
163.974
209.145
238.000
175.770
15816.180

18774.210

QST

183

415
183
0

0



EQUIPMENT

IC Engine, Detroit Diesel, Nodel 671T, Sr. #115341

IC Engine, Cummins NT855C, Sr. #8109

IC Engine, Perkins 4236, Sr. #8716

Cooper-Bessemer |.C. Engine Model GMVA-10, Sr. #46729
Ing-Rand |.C. Engine Model 8SVG, Sr. #38CS1085

Ingersoll-Rand |.C. Engine Model 8SVG, Sr. #8CS1369

IC Engine, Detroit Diesel 12V71, Sr. #12V-18207

I.C. Engine|-R Model LVG-82, Sr. #8AL 127

I.C. Engine Ing-Rand Model KVG-62, Sr. #6EL 266

I.C. Engine Inger-Rand Lvg-82, Sr. #8AL 129

1.C. Engine, Ingersoll-Rand KVG-62, Sr. #6EL 265

IC Engine|-R Model LVG-82, Sr. #8AL 126

IC Engine Ing-Rand Model KVG-62, Sr. #6EL 267

IC Engine Ingersoll-Rand LVG-82, Sr. No. 8AL128

IC Engine (ID #1), Model GMC 471, Sr. #4A271776 (AC Power Gen)
IC Engine (ID #2), Model GMC 671, Sr. #6A62610RC (AC Power Gen)
IC Engine (1D #3), Model GMC 671, Sr. #6A46070RC (AC Power Gen)
IC Engine (ID #4), Model GMC 671, Sr. #6A38930 (AC Power Gen)
IC EngineM & M #1665, #12232, 25 BHP

IC EngineM & M #1665, #12233, 25 BHP

IC EngineM & M #1665, #12234, 25 BHP

IC EngineM & M #1665, #12244, 25 BHP

IC Engine, Waukesha Model 145, #11529, 131 BHP

IC Engine, Waukesha Model 195, #12230, 63 BHP

IC Engine, Waukesha Model 195, #12237, 63 BHP

IC Engine, Waukesha Model 195, #12246, 63 BHP

IC Engine, Waukesha Model 195, #12248, 63 BHP

IC Engine, Waukesha Model 195, #12249, 63 BHP

M & M HEB # 8066, 46 BHP

IC Engine Cater pillar #G342, #12253, 225 BHP

IC Engine Waukesha 145, #11266, 131 BHP

IC Engine Waukesha 145, #11510, 131 BHP

IC Engine Waukesha 145, #11545, 131 BHP

IC Engine Waukesha 145, #11711, 131 BHP

IC EngineM & M 425, #10966, 39 BHP

IC EngineM & M 425, #11226, 39 BHP

IC EngineM & M 605, #10365, 46 BHP

IC EngineM & M 605, #11279, 46 BHP

IC EngineM & M 605, #12131, 46 BHP

IC EngineM & M 605, #8505, 46 BHP

IC EngineM & M 605, #9883, 46 BHP

IC Engine Waukesha 145, #9905, 49 BHP

IC Engine Waukesha 145, 11262, 49 BHP

I.C. Engine #1, Norberg FS1381C, Sr. #9018-0577 (AC Power Gen)
I.C. Engine #2, Norberg FS1381C, Sr. #9018-0578 (AC Power Gen)
1.C. Engine #3, Norberg FS1381C, Sr. #9018-0579 (AC Power Gen)
I.C. Engine #4, Model Norberg FS1381C, Sr. #9018-0580 (AC Power Gen)

TABLE D-3

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY APCD SOURCE TEST DATA

Fuel
Type

Qil

Qil

Qil

Gas
Gas
Gas
Qil

Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Qil

Qil

Qil

Qil

Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Gas
Qil

Qil

Qil

Qil

Rated Percent Test Load
(BHP)

BHP

213
335
80
1800
410
410
456
650
650
650
660
650
650
650
140
160
160
160
25
25
25
25
131
63
63
63
63
63
46
225
131
131
131
131
39
39
46
46
46
46
46
49
49
1344
1344
1344
1344

D-3-1

Load

79
20
33
98
105
86
60
99
90
94
101
95
94
98
55
41
41
55
33
33
30
43
59
60
47
57
65
43

23
26
21
31

21
29
34
43
57

57
45
37
57
51
69
79
75
70

169
67
27

1765

430

352

275

646

586

610

669

619

613

52

28
41
28
11
13
20
26
26
21
17
28
25
925
1063
1013
938

NOx
(Ibg/hr)

2.64
0.57
0.38
167
143
122
552
0.15
0.16
0.34
0.07
0.46
0.30
0.78
1.38
1.35
0.66
1.79
0.00
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.07
0.01
0.00
0.01
0.02
0.02

0.05
0.02
0.02
0.03
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.02
22.10
25.10
23.80
22.40

NOx
(g/HP-hr’

7.09
3.87
6.46
0.43
151
157
9.11
0.11
0.12
0.25
0.05
0.34
0.22
0.55
811
9.31
4.55
9.26
0.00
0.54
0.60
0.42
0.41
0.12
0.00
0.13
0.22
0.33

10.71
10.66
10.84

NOx
(ppm)

517
279
442
38
107
112
659
5.64
13.36
6.51

18.22
11.87
29.78
507
594
293
578
9.1
20.4
18.6
151
237
10.6
4.05
8.7
17.3
19

28.7
158
16.2
20.6
117
155
104
12.7
18
145
12.2
16.5
19.7
22.0
2355
2333
2318

Control Met

lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
clean burn
clean burn

lean-out
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
NSCR
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out
lean-out



DRAFT

APPENDIX E

ENGINE POWER TEST CODE
SAE J 1349

ARB/SSD December 3, 1997

E-1



appde_1.tif

{R] ENGINE POWER TEST CODE—SPARK
IGNITION AND COMPRESSION HGNITION—
MET POWER RATING—SAE J1349 JUNSO SAE Stendard

Fapan o the Enpna Caraoree spprorol Dooemier B, moaicch redud juns "9, Searpirics roebed by Gie Fomsr T Lodr Seardari
Cuomnillst JuTeary 199 wsd agmn :n Joc MR

‘fable of Canient

L. BCAPE AMD FIELD OF AFPFLICATION .. .. .. TABLE L Bcfrronce Asmospheric Condiigns .. oo

5 BRIFERE™CES ... .. . ...... . R TAILE 9 Reference 50 Gasuluic Specicioarions .

. TELMS AND DZFT™ '1T'|_|;_':l\:5 e . e TABLE % Retcrease C1 Fusl Speciticarwst ... ..o L

4. AEFEREMCE TFST CORDITIONS ANTY TABLE 4 Eagme Equipmczt . ... - - .- B
CORBRECTICNS . . - I'ABLE 3 Armeacpheric Sormex: nan Hl'l:l'll !-'r::mnenu o

5. LABGKRATORY AND ENGINE ..QL':F"-TE"J"' . 1. Scope and Field o Applicohen

4. TEET PROCELGRLES .. . : e s Ll Scope=—This dovwrenr bar been zdopted by SAE o specid

7. FREGFMTATION OF F.EhLIL'l'b e . < 4. A hasia e mer i.“131'1e pmrr i

B. COARECSTION FOIRMIZIAS | T Yy Helicrence gl aor and Fuel !.'I.I.'F":-Jl. tagt cendiions



appde_2.tif

LA aterhod 1ot carrmcring sasevvm) puwes o oreference candigs-.
LA mrtion las .'i-r'lr'.l'l'l:r.i.'lg el [ul loac =n FLIT pawe T with o rl:in;-
momeLrs
1.2 Field ol Appli@dion— This et ciwte dzcamene it applicable
ja bat Ydr oamirke and ren srroke spri griszen O30 @nd Codm preadim
jar eiui Jil ergres quiuraly wapizared and pressure chaswed, mwh

i willaeas arge air cocling. This docaneet ees nos apply moaie-

L :-I. ar r=rnes .-ngu]r_':._

I, Refrremois

1 This zes: code supersedes thnee [Hartua o Anrl _| (LT ] _|'I_.”~|I][|
ﬂ!‘.t-illll 'Jril:h qen |'.||'.lwrr tar_‘r_g_

24 Swlyial G0 cliesel Fasi mp=aaficarons ar= Ange ciean values
for iz BDETA cest Fuel pey Fule g, Covic ol Eodern, depulationn.
gz PEIELE-RT
" LI The wwrraperding e codik Jor grews pasesr miing i SAE
b |ANR]
© A Trr docaricul lur mappen ez perfarmance is SAE [E512.
: 1.5 Relauwmaip e Z50F Iﬁ-ﬂ:—?f‘:% ]m (IS in 1985 dilfess
"+ feom SA2.E L3490 seeeral areas, among which ke most importane are:

* a Thisdwrireenc 11 ned imiced o rawd venicles.

3 TS SCEMErT require gl fuel lempecalure b coidrollsd o

A0 on G ocaggioves

2. This docwrenc inchuces a referent Mol apeifation and roquice

thyi engise ovenT 2o irrevted o that specidiation on 2l CF anc

certam i1 e,

Do documen: inciedes o diflerean procsdoe [0 im0y e

I: with o aboratary charge ur saoler (150 mediad aptioml).

= Tl ascuradel sliouates a 20% cduty cecle limi onovarable spees
scling zar im order oo qualite for peitng A0 che 9t agne powes

W5 SEAILE.

L6 Ceamplere Correlacion has nac been exaklished wich 1500 3044,
iy 225, [S0 9Z4E, ar wick 150 40 04, 1L oxpeced than these aower
Lt codes ol svenruaile lige witk 50 1555

T, Foou and' Dafimitione—This seriinr coraing rhe definriaes of

bev L=rms aaed 3 d=scite rthe ol pwawer Lo

L1 Mzt Brabs Pywer— The pawer of 1n engine when canfigured

. My ly oyquipped” engine 2 d=fined n 3.4 and 0.2, and cesred apd

©orormeceed i accondanse wira the decamee.

12 Rawed et Fower—Ermae ner cower 15 declared by The mane.
fwieer gt “raed speed”

1.3 Raded Speed—7e 2o derermaned 37 Lhe manwbuclores ac
wxh e cagee poever a Taced.

14 Fully Equipped Englre—2nA “loly cguppeed” engine o 20 cu-
Frr cyuipped wiza anly ©0oge scorones aeceuary o periors it dn-
ndec service. o Tully syuipped ergine doey o include compnnens
that are s o pomer auditiory spaens. OF thess THMpa Rl A8 inle-
2w 1h che eagine o Jor any reion are incledec cn the b=t engine,
the rwer .abenrbel cay be der=rmined and adcded o the rer hraes

er. Commuon “fully eowpped” eagese aucosary cxninplcs are sted

' Table +.

. +§ Refercivn Test Conditiome—The seandard ar raference ca-
Ereinley 4iz vappiv acmasphers vl el Fuel vsnd:tions 1a which all
M™eEr corzesigra are made.

34 Frictlan Power—The power cecuired :a drive che =ngine
Unse uy gawgped bor the pover ct Fro:on prawesr iy o slablizhed

ane ot Lthe following mcthuds che valus s ceeced for poseT creee-

Han ol Spdrk miticn =ngines;:

i -’l_“h'm= A% enechanaval efEoeocy.

b. Koo Mowrng Frietian—Recnrd [retom Lorgue 4l wide cpen
thivale 1 rach 4oL speed n on che Jower e ALY readiegs arc
B2 2r Juien ac she wame coulant and @1l empealore 23 abservec
Ch the gower terl point £5°0.

4.7 lndicated Panwer— e puwer develoted m the vlindess. T

ned as rhe sum of e broke prwser and fricnge pawer [sr the pur-

ol 1y dre antear
¥ Baference Test Conditions and Corrperiome—This secion consing
EFER:c 2ir 1r Nac supply L= conditians and specficatian, regnm-
Mden] cest, rapges. and applicahikiy o the corrcstm pracedures
A 1.0 Reference Ateprapheric Condisicos Table | i reference ai-

'f:‘['h*_-lc vinndinazrs anc ex raages fge bk the dusroeia proce

fosare valid.

T L i

TAELL 1—IFEERHLT dTAl WMT £ Sat T IO

Jkndard Excommendad lwr
Zod He longe .o
Ivbal A1 Supply Pieqies [afapadte! " WP .
Cry Al Frgppyt |albsbainl A el 1. 108 alg
Ielt Nt Sipply [ewparonus 5 e

42 Refereoce 31 Castl|fm Specificuicos—Aeference gasaline -¢-
seurch and macar aiane numbens o Tazke 2 haee been deieroined
coTrEspanding & “reguart and “premom” Leal fuels, Beference gaso-
Lite 11 reguiced for all §1 eogines equipped. with kaock senined or olher
devices rhat conirsl spark advance 25 @ fursciion 9F spark woocck. Ciher
& eniner may we any gaasline =itk 1n accane number saffiocat v
prevere ancek.

TAME 2 —HERRNCE U QAN SFICIACATICNE

Bagedir Funl Fanm Aml
idionth Octom Wl =14 reQs
Mo Criora M. L ) BF = &5
Lorw Hphg ¥idaum A7.] Wiky = G 4.1 kg = 0

4.3 Reference CI Fuoel Spemificatoon—Redermnor Fuel sperifica.
Loms arz per Tide 4oy Codde of Federal Aegulacions, Farr 36 140507,
and represinl runge mean values Far Pype 30 oo fucl The reder-
e luel chammceerwsricd - Talde 3 aave been dececcined o affecr en-
ﬂ_‘in: e3t pawee, dud are lsted wich the apgbirable redr saeyes for =hick
[ <orpcction pracedirss e wawl.

TAME 1— REFERENCE CI MUEL 4 MECES Tk 110

Sloadord Rl
Ll Empgu Lmia
Full Grady ol " 5°C o 150 kg LS CIRT Ty
Farl Enanoic wicoasars op 80700 1a -“FI-'I I3
Fusd 111 Tgripgone e i o i
‘punip iTef 100 ALt
G
17 LT
e nazknl

Obsrren] cogine pewer i alin corrmed for vunalons in lowee head
iny wilue (L1 hageel o an empisical reiacianship bacweer DHY 2l
Muel desaary ser B.4.2

14 Alernme Foelp—Beberence values far ale=crare 50 aoc 12
Fuels, baan lopod and gaseous, are ownl preented o s ducumer.
Taerefore, when alicriaze fusls are asd Sar ehe act power cagine cess.
na cartertioes o orefesence feel condicons skal’ e mase.

1% Power Carrectlons— [l perormance o 31 and C1 engines &
alfecued by the densay of ke e combusion air as well a1 7p ehe
chamacenistics oF the et Jus=l. Thecefrre, in asser o prmid: A cam-
man hase 2 comparison, it may e necesoy L aply correclion Eac
1ars 0t claerved et ek tF o accusn] (o1 diderences bebween raf
ercrce air and Fuel I:ﬂl'r;i:;:-m ard thowe ar which the e daia were
dcrquered.

451 hl|lJ}l1wcr currecion pracedures for acospheeic 2 ore based
of a¢ condiSoms af the engine et wir wepp immediatey criar 1a
the catmance dota che enginc 1ol syrtem. Thes mav be ambient (2ime
wplercp aie ar a laberatury o alsnum enar meincaing air supply reand--
tians within |he range limiz definsd @r 4.1,

152 O oany engne mhere the poner culput 1 asteracically con.
tralicd o compenaats oz chacnge: io ore sromor= a the daced inler si-
aed foei suppy nel danditiors, Nz correction For char et paraacees
hall be mare.

4.5.3 The magnizade af che power correction shausld nac exceed 5%
= mice air or 2% far wilel fucl carrections. I ke correction far e -
ceeddy Lhess waloes, if hall be naced .noacczardancs wizk 7.0

1.8 Corretion Formolas e The applicable cocosotion fo-rrlbe for
mark galion and compressiag iz on angiaes Jare Jistef i Seciion 3.
Thrse <aorrection fromulay are desigoed E:r corsectian o meEr hrake
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whaA

vzl at lull (Rraccie apesalamr; Doy for C1 engi= the mroialas
e a0 br e 10 onrrece saviial load poreer fOT e pilrrasc wf dewer:
minmg specilic fucl rnmumption. These correction parmilas are oo
ioteoiert for alalmbe <leranng. ]
¥ Laboratary ane Emgine Egqwigmsir—Thion serian cwiltding 3 [t ot
laboratory and engine mquparent damd o the net power bk
51 Laburarory Equipneear=—=T7e Fulawing standard  |aksiracory
e ouipmenr 6 Tequited lue rhe nel poeer LS
5 1.0 [NLET S¥aTox—Tae intonded servioe inles syate™m or aoy "gha-
ratoly svitem W41 promces equivlen Tedtigsoo at all speeds aod
lpats, ‘The inber swarem beging 2l che poinl whese air =atert frao e
rupply sarce (aenashers ar b plenumy and mady 2 he enirance (o

the “hrotlle bady, nle mamdald. or terbockargn mlec on cigines a
appropnace

LD Ewpaus— Svatam—a cnmplece iaconded serr exbien sogem
(including muilbers, raralyric vonenires, TEMASIDE. =t o a0y laber.,.
lory watem thar prowedsr equivalent resmacc 1 all spercis a6 Inads,
The exhaudy symam begins 3 che exhawy mamikbs bl nucler or At Lhe ey
bice oulled Gn engines s eAuippec.

518 FLE. SLMToy Svagw—Any laaraloty svilem A4t pravides |
wpply af Tuel Lz the fuei inle: of e fully muioped eugine. The fer,
papply sysem mul Be sapable of wonceolieg Fustl supply 4 nbEracicre
ta walhim the ranges specified in 4.4 fge O emgaecs. The fuel sappny e
e shall el excess the malwfacTes's WEXITWM e rmusbie B Lric.

TABLE a—ih O EQU | T

Ayztem Raquirad
1. Inlet &ir System Yus
Al r Oucting Yui
A Cleaner Yes
Ar Prehwst Ha
2. Pressura Charging System Tes
Bogsk Contral Settinge Manufacturer's
Spacification
3. Charge hir Cooling System LH
Tharge A'r Coaler Yes
Caoling Pump or Fan Condikbanal
d. Eleckrical 3ystem Yeo
Igntrion Syshom Yax
Starter Ho
GanaratorfhlEernakor Condithanal

[gnitinn and Tining Manufacturer's

Cantreol Seteings tpeedfication
5, Emlyzipns Conkrol System Y
G, RFIJEMI Controls Marufacturer's

(radia freguency ar Specificakion

alactromagnetic

Comment $

Sae H.1.1.

Far all engines pquipped with warable koost a5 a
functign of ather sngine parameters |ioesdsToad/
fuel octanw, wtc.}, the baostt pressure cantrols
muet be set to reflect intended in-service
operathan,

IF applicable.

See 5.1.4 for yuwillary coglar aptiars.

Mct Pequited if it can be shown %@ 0@ “enciieting
less than 20% of running time during nterded
{n-gervice pperation at reference tesk
condFkTane.

ek 5.1.5,

Required anly if npeded Lo operate the Fulle
mquipaed engimg in 2 sealf swstained wanner and
ar gxrarnal powar fupgpiy is net used. In knis
case, the generatar shall operate at a load
Tevel anly sufficient ko pewer the required
conponents (@, e., feel injectors, eleck-ic fup?
puip ).

Far any mpgine equipped with electronie cankrgls
and/ar kngocw tenfars, the spach ar timing advance
st be adjusted ko reflect interded in—sarvice
operation.

11 ¢ontral sattings or adjustmentz must be Set
to refleckt intended in—service ooeratian.

Contral sertings must veflect interded in—service
pperakian.
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L

Il
TAME & |Coaimsm
System Raqui red Comment s
Fuel Supply System Tes
Fuel Filtera/Prafiitmprx Optional %ap 5.1,3,
Fual 3upply Pusp Tes Or sauivalent plectrical load |f applicahie,

Injuctian Pump/Carburatgr

ov Fual Metering Contral ipactFicatian
Sethings
Engine Cooling Spstem (liquidl Yan
Coaling Pyump Yex
Radiatgr dptignal
Fharmaztat Optional
Ccaling Fan Tas
Engine Cao”ing System {air) Tes
BTowar Tes
Lebricakien $ystam Yes
Exhaust System ez
Ausiligry Jrives
Fower Stagring Pump o
Frepn Comoresyar He

YVacuum Purps

A-r LoEp-#s50rs

Manufactursr's

Canditional

{anrditiaral

Control setiings must raflect intendad in-sarvige
aperation,

Functionally wquivalant labnratory system

recammended,

It nat us4d, than caolant temperature and flaw

3hal? be requlated te Intended In-servica lwvels,

On warfable speed unibts the fan may he run at

®ioimum pewer consumption levels §F -t caq be

shewn L6 ba Functioniog less tham 20% af &1g-ng
runatrng time durfng intendad in-service
aperatian 2t refermqce test sonditicns.

MOTE: IF for amy reason thae fanp ja teitted, Ehe
minimun & Tomable fan pawer shoulr be
determined and subtracked from the ner
Brahe powsr. If run ab Full autpus, the
fan pawer abszgrbed shauld be ralculated
and the diFfference batween it and the
minimm allowable fap power chal® be
addad to bha net Broke power.

Jen dhove comments - same 2z 1-quid casling fan.

The fully aauicped engine claseq Teap Tubricaticn
fystam 15 usad. Q47 F:11 shall be at manufac—
turer's full Tewva'. D41 temperatures shall
reflest n-awrvice levels at reference tact
coanditions.

Sam 5,02,

Requlred only 1f peeded to drive other redul -ad
tysbems Tisted, and -4 Fupckians ~n FRat
Chpacity more tnar 20% of angire ruining tCee
Puring intendee i1-service zperation.

ke abave comeents - same az vaguum Pumps.
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Lo Cequiremesiss, JFoapoheable

304 Chaks: Am Coucer— P charge couled cngines a lzbarmture
aciliars Loaler may ke smpozssd o e purposes [Eeesd, one of e
Folawary 1e41 merbods is requered aand Dne Appragerle CaTEECIian pri-
redure a5 aaplicd por Seioe §

a. Stwrndaci Methad: Thes i arefeerad ted nethod. The laboa-
Loy apel o oser ro sicmlace iolerasee eaervice charge 2ie caoler pe
amauon uad Ak manife emperaiuect 25 if the ambeal and in.
o swnaly aic cemper oy wers 2500

b. Opering Method The Gbocslary dnic is st to duplicace Ge
:n'arE: i v or resincrian ace inlel mamifold =moeTalurg thag
wrpsd be sacaped duning sniended secvices operation ac dhe ab-
served -miel au 1e6c condizons, ] )

o1 % ALxiLany PowER Srey—Elecocally delver enine comix-
nencs desermuesd to be parz of che barae engice may be ogerawed via an
ralcdnia, pomer suzaly, Lo skch cses, Lhe zower required ovast be de-
terouned and subrcacved frao (e sovreciec o=t brake .

A% Engine Bquipkienm—=A foly equipped engine, as defined in
%3 i» gacd for the aes gower ond. Table 4 lats Fully squippec engine
accescacies and coolrsl seccings requirsd [or 1he nec paner Gl

. Tt Pracedurer=TkLis weion canwics dic required et prsce-
dures for doldf Mnimg ne: sagione aowes. .

4.1 laumeniaiion Adursoy=-1 ke blloang micimur tel n-
AECUME L M LECUCACY 2 reguired;

a. Torue: =LE% of Teasases walue=

L Speed x1TE of Ceasural value

c. Fuml Faw: = L% nf meawacec value

a4 '|'¢m'p-=1-.||:ure:: =2

e. Air Supply Inler and Exhaust Presvores =001 eFa

. {ches Gas Pressuser L h kP2
6.2 Adpurments and Ban-in

£.2.1 Ad ustments sna.] 3¢ made betore Lhe (oA in accocdanke wiih
the manyEaciures's ineroctons S changes ar adwstnents shall e
made dirnng Lie D6l

% 1.2 The engine shal: b cua-in 2c0arging Lo he marcEcturer’s
cecommnedation. [E na sech cecommerndduinn is avadlabde. Lhe sngine
ahall be runin unsl corrocred brae paver i cepranable wicn L%
aver 4 3 aeriod.

£ Fresmum wyel Temperubare Mesmmemsnt

B4 | Preuurs apd ceciperit-c of D inlec air supp'y, wsed fac che
purpuse of cogre o er corceczons., shall o atrdsured wn1 madiee 9
sheain che wcea. gcagoationt Condifeen 2t che entcaoee o the engine ic-
I spslecn O nose cests wnere the enguee 4 supply is ambient air,
this prescite in the lmrsmntan presare;, o0 thase il Wasre e ar
sugpiy s Lo cell ambeers L. kis pressuce i the cell bazomedne peed-
wre.

4.2 Irlec 2ic aressuse, ssed Por U puepose af detecminng Likec
syscem restmicbion, 40700 ke medsred in o2 mannes o sacain the telald
(sragnat.on) pregers ceaediacey prio o rhe encoaf Lthe inker apse=m
2z deflined i 3 L.1.

.49 [mies manisaid pressurc g temaerature shall b measored 23
stane vy With arobes locaeed inoa rection cmmon a severd oplin
ders. In st ovtal Bises ryramic presare 13 TR EC EETd.

§.4.4 Jn charge air cogied engines i whoh 2 labacacacy coaler i
employed Far cessng. preossler charge sir preooce must alin be mea-
sured Tor the purpaose of sMging raervice rescictiory per 504 Pre
auler pravue russ be measred wpaeceam of the suxiiary ooic in 2
menner ©1 abwin the ol Scagnaten] value, Auxdiary cooles roslc
tigo is 7e dillerenoe Sobween the precoaler and dolel wanlold pres
res

4 9.5 Zpalan: empesasres o iqued eoiied engines shall be mea-
wred 12 the bt ares sullet 9F the =ngice, in aic couled tagine a
poinks apciifiedd by rhe manafacoor=r.

8.3.6 Jil pressure and lemperacare shall be meascred at the &
eranics o the can wit ey

5.7 Fue. pemperarare shall be oemmured ad the intee oy ehe cdbu-
peger or Eu=l .njecas md dor 5@ eagioed, a0 ac the iol=c Lx the kigh
pressuce imecuun pacig s e injecier cail for CO engees. ard af the
awaitet af 1he volumeric flow mecer for gaiewwd Fieled engices

§.%.4 Exftoue pressers 172 3¢ messurnd 0 3 manner o obmio the
total (stagnaion) pressute in 3 wraight section of pipiog noc e chao
thiee aor marte than six diam==r axran o rhe encrarce tooche
rahaonr smuer 2y defined w0 5.1.3.

4 Ter Operstlng Condlbone

§.4.! The engine must be scasizg and wanibied up o acenrdance widh
mananurer's speofirmnn. Mo daca skal’ Be wken ondl sorque ard
dpred have bBeea mainrained ~irhin D% and crmcratuse: hare beer

mainzgiied =wnae =270 lue 2 ledsi I omia

642 Zngme cpeed sand o deviawe Zrom che tomeral speed av
moare L =15 ar £ 4 oun ', whichever is greale.

6.4.3 Coolaor ou: el Lemiprearure far o liquid caulrd #rgrn= shall bw
comerplled b wathim = 570 of 1he aaminal thermontar vaive specified oy
the manofucurer. Coolazit ntlc 2 (emperwee sur a0 &7 Zonisd o
gine s regulated "o 55°7 = A

6.4 Fuei nlec cemperalurs las cJarsel fuel infeclion shall be oo
rrolled 13 40°C £ 3 for wnst ajecoor svsbems, and 9070 £ | R puaig,
lines nozzle systecna. Tear Fuel cemperualere <onerol is oo reqoired 2
31 eogine pawes ke

045 The sxhouse gas muse 2 venied e a eEsnair bavng 2 eol
pressare wicain 175 kPa af the iakel a9 supply aressure.

5Y Toae Palme— Revaed ol caraccke dada for al 4%i8 Dee 4pproa.
macely ereniy spaced operacng pownes b defing the power corve be
tween BH rpm ier Lhe lawes! siable ypeed) and che masomem sngine
tptd recomimaeralad by the manufactucer. One of the operaging soocds
shall be the mied speet, aoe shall be Lhe pezk rrque speed.

T, Presmigtivn of Mersdts—This sacrion condaing o latiag 27w dao
ry b pecoirded and P:n:edurﬂ faT ormsentng reanls.

7.1 Brporting Requiremen—A || 2epamed sngne o daca shall
caery the noLanon " Berformance abeained aod corrected ia accardarce
with 5AE 11349%. Aoy devizuon Som this dociemenrs, its pracecures, ar
Bt shall be nuted. A roporicd or advertised tesc la boanng Lhe
SAE |1945 naration thall include a mizimum of the fallewiog infzrma-
0 1 mch Lear point:

1, Eagine soemd

h. Camered ner brake prassr jar coryec)

T2 Recorded Tex Canditione—Hernrd the follawing ambieat sir.
lucl, gl dwiraring il resr corditiany and =yeraid L AT,

T2 Buier Aun Suemey Coswnnsome

L A~ uppy premsute

b, Aic mp-_:ll. VA[F aFeRELCE

C. Air ILpp v [EMpeEriuTe

T.22 SFsEH JENITION Exciar Frr-Ligries

3 Fuel Lipe aod o A erdt

h. Besearch 1nd moror ooanes gembert

¢ Lawer licatiog valuc

.25 Srann Tarmies Exsane Fuer—GeaaEnl &t

a. Fucl 'roe or prade

[ Fmpmi:inn

c. Denmaty al £5°0 aral LU nPw

2, Lirees Jraring o3 bes

134 Diese Fone:

a. ASTM vr athes juct padr

b. Censity ar 1870

c. WViscoaly ar 40°C

d. Lower hrl.::ng' value :nplinn.l.l:l

SRS Lusnicy lac QL.

o APL mpine sevec: classitioanion

b, SAE .viscoairy grade

o Mamufacturer aod brane name

78 Becorded Tesr Duca—Re=cord che [ellow g minimer. infor
mation 11 each dak e ainde

1 Rraer arglse
b. Frction torqus [iE meanancd]
. Eagine sooed
d. Fuel flow @Le
e. Fuel supoiv presaure and temperacoce
E. [gnuirn ard/or mnjection Lioiog
g Qil gresuce and reperaio e
h- Comnlaar femgeratues
i. [al= maritold ar tempe-utare and pressure
- C[aral U= LR d:n];n arrond che inlel aic awidm
k. Taral presure drap acoss the gueliiary cooler GF applicables
L Tutul pressure drep acrods the exhaus apsiem

m. Amae [oprienel-CL engine=s onlv)

T4 Engloe Equipment—Fceord 2l engne eouproeal Lieced per
#.2, additawially, record rngine manufacturer. digplzaemene, boce 2t
sccoke, cumber ant configuraicn: of cxlindets, orburecen ur wnjecricn
M type, plus ippe ol presure chacging satern f spplicable. [E 3
Labaralacy charge a:1 cooler = waed, cecomd the cem mechad pec ?.1_4

Fue' 51 cngino cyuipped wish doock censors, e engnr shou© =
degignaced 21 a “regulac” or “premium” (uel rogine. For chos 51 en-
guuer withuw! krac) senaor. the smeenmom ocrane aumler for which
knock dess noe orzur shall be recorded a= fateed By rhe engrc maak
Farlurrr
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T.5 Additicos] Reorded [obomtios==Bscard anr xhier aermi-
nenc <& dara ax decermined be the maoubacuierer. Tha may include,
hul & mea ddmited o tos s, chgine wral numier, Lest o, e
o aciar, &M

. Corretion Formredas— CUlus - pan necluies all farmuis decenacy
gy ToTTAEL obasrved engine power performands for deviacons in inlec
aic and Fuel upply comidiisuack

B.1 Symbols and Tois

st M BOLY TERM LRI TS

ca Ajr correction Eaccor

oF Fuel coorecoon Goror

la Amnospheric B

[m Ergine factoc

jd Farl demicy clar

e Furl mscusaiy Eactuar

0 Freviace seouitrvity £xpanenc

B Temperiiare soualivLy e

5 Vismeily scfaifivigy cpelficien:

o Ervgree digplacemeng |

a [aler air #apply orai pressure kb

t Inier 2.1 ly emparzours o

P In_ec -'nm'_'ﬁnrd. vocal presace kFa

r Presgure Tatia

q Fue: celivers mg /L cycie
hp Lirake pawer !-l.'::l'

3 Fricckan r ik

:E ].nriil.'ll::lj pumeEr o
a Eugsne sprok e
F Fucl Do w

Sig Fael denany ac 15°C ;g.-l
v Fael viscoacir ar 070 mm- A
B2 Fubayripu-

¢ = Rebers 1o dara vor-ecied ro reference Snlec ar and ac, wg-
plr +omdinz:ns

fo= Ralars ro duia ahserved ar che aeiual vese comdinieas

d = Rzf=rs o the dry air poctiun ol the ega? inbec aic sopply
arEIvITE.

T = Refers za e teference et eondirions per S=oiae 4.

B3 Epark Ignition Correclion Formuolss The=is spack igrizuen
typre corecrion Eormulas ase oy applieatle ac Eell (WWOT carudlle
prhiume.

o, = CA X b (Ec.i
Caicalwisn of acmaspherc cormeceon Zactar, S 1F 95% mecharical
¢fF cency is assumed:

ca =113 99 P LI Y Qe WP {Eyg.2)
B., 03
[F icicn pawer is mezsured:
bpe = i - (Eq2

L LIER

i 7 ]
m = p | r+ 17
Bae 298

in; = kp. + 7,

ind:

o
Y

MeTr: 10 R womilla r rlu'rg: a:r rowder 8 weed 0 caojurclion wit
rhe sandasre wo acinod per %._.4, m anler amr =mpemacare carcec
tie1y thall be maie. T orhis case, the wmpsrature corcection sapanen:
becamer zeto. {rhermiae ase tne abeove forsrula.

i4 Compresson [gniticm Emgioe Cormedion Formulse—Thr
CI =ngine= coosection farmuas are applicagle 38 all yeee] and baed T
Ty

bpr = iCA H LUF b 1E3.1
Hodo ]l {ArEIi A TION OF ATWOSPHIRRIC ORRICTTON FASTAR, Tads
Ao e g o

=here

a = f Bar 1 lu+"’3 L+ 17}
By T T o N

armt values fior 2 ard ] are umomarzed w Table 5:

TAME 1—ATWDIFHENE CONRCTIN FACTCE EXFOMENTL

Fruswrn Charging Tymam Choargm M1 Codhng Salee LS 1]
Ma'uwoily Aipiraied Mone 10 o
Werchereroby Sepprcharg el Al 102 [
Turtewbergad Mone 4.7 '.a
Turbacherg gd Sar=13-411 ar '
T bk g ud Acke® YWaln 4.7 or
Turbewchergpd 0k A-wbory Slandard] a.r ¥ |
Tow' bt brea ud Lab susde:iy 10p1al hJ .2

Waere "sandard” ard 'nplinn.:.l“.
Lear method Jascrbed in 3.1.4.

Teler o the lab auxiliazy caale

The wiee ot im is Fov=c axn

rl__."r fro ‘I]::!.El
Lews shan 37.2 12
Bepween 953 4] 0% 0036 g - LYk

Mote 1kar 63 12
wlicoe:
q o= U0 Es D Sor for sirnke engines
g = £ 190 FDOn for owa strocs eogrizies
r o™ PoiBe lor il =ngine 7 = 5 il rawraly aspimares]
B4 CarcitaTind At Fur. CaraccTiar Facoon, CF:
LF = dd = I
whet=-

i s+ oo f SE-50 Yo o f BRO—5G Yo m
G, 53,

ETILIN
| - 5%, 1+ &V,
f"|—r' T+ i
MaTE' The abare formulas oucrcel 3 panwed power w I_"E‘FEFE!'-II:E I
de:u.il::.' and vizcasity ‘evele A carreovion coeflocdent o 0.7 Lhe
abuve densly fastor eyuation w3 added o sconune for oopecal changes io
“ower heatiog valoe ar d:ffering deqsity gvcie, bebenod neoaa smpiceal
LHEY - %S Te’..tr:nrt:l'ip.

Yulues of 5 sqiwl be decermined by [he eagine manafactucer. 1 na
w2lues are availaa's, rhe followiog shaid be waed-

A, PurpsLionesMazze Syaccre 0. E

b. Linxr Injectnra a1l

Sore |0 uved o7 the punpise o decermiciog specific Fuel soaswnp-
bun, e correceed fuel faw = geez Sy the Fadawing:

F - 15'|:r-".55:\- b4 t"-':' :F-. |,|.'| A



